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Juz WORKING of the new system of the trial of elec- 
tion petitions by the judges appears so far to give satis- 
faction to the general public, and we believe also to the 

profession. It is true that there is a strong pro- 
pability that both in the Windsor and Norwich cases a 
committee of the House of Commons would have arrived 
atthe same decision as the judge. This, however, is not 
certain, and even if they had done so, it is very impro- 
bable that their decisions would have commanded such 
universal assent. At Windsor the distinction drawn by 
the judge between indiscreet liberality and corrupt pay- 
ments, although really a substantial one, was of so deli- 
cate a nature that its enunciation by a Parliamentary 
Committee would probably have been attributed to any- 
thing but judicial considerations. At Nerwich, also, the 
sufficiency of the proof of agency was so far questionable 
as to have been likely to puzzle any but a legal tribunal. 
Not only are the results satisfactory on the two petitions 
that have been disposed of, but the expedition with 
which they have been dispatched also speaks well for the 
new tribunal. 

It is, however, a mistake to suppose, as some of our 
contemporaries have done, that the judges have enun- 
ciated any novel doctrines upon the question of agency. 
It has always been recognised by the Committees, 
though the rule was not universally acted on, that 
proof of authority to canvass was sufficient proof of 
agency to make the election void, on proof of corrupt 
practices on the part of a person so authorized. Inas- 
much, however, as the legal justification for this doctrine 
was not very apparent, it was not unfrequently supposed 
that the rule owed its origin to the inability of the Com- 
mittees to find a more proper test, and that the judges 
would lay down some different rule, more in accordance 
with the rules which must be complied with in order to 
bind a principal by the acts of his agents in other matters. 
In fact, however, the rule in question is founded on 
sound legal principles, for although a man cannot 
be bound by acts of his agents which are done 
without his authority, either expressed or implied 
and although there can be no implied authority to do an 
act quite beyond the scope of the express authority, yet 
it is equally clear that the principal cannot claim to take 
the benefit of the unauthorised acts without assuming 
the liability attaching to them. Thus, although a 
principal cannot be liable in damages for the fraud of 
his agent of which he is not cognisant, yet he cannot 
enforce or take advantage of a contract procured by such 
fraud, The case of an agent authorised to solicit votes 
by canvassing, who prooures votes by bribery contrary to 
the express instructions of his principal, is exactly 
analogous to the case of an agent authorised to sell goods 
for his principal who does so by unauthorised and 
fraudulent representation, As in the one case the 











principal could not enforce the contract of sale, so neither 
in the other can the principal claim the benefit of his 
election when so procured. The only difference is that 
it is not held necessary, in order to avoid the election, to 
show that the majority was obtained by bribery, but it ia 
sufficient to prove one corrupt act, This is the dootri ne 





to which Baron Martin referred when he spoke, some- 
what inaccurately as he himself afterwards explained, 
of votes being thrown away after an act of bribery; and 
it has been recognised as law from the earliest times. 
The legal justification of the doctrine probably is thatas 
against the wrongdoer in a matter difficuls if not 
impossible of proof it is right to presume conclusively 
that the wrongdoing has brought about the result. 

Baron Martin has already justified the expectations of 
the profession as well by the vigorous expression of his 
opinion as by the shrewdness of his deductions from the 
facts. The inference he drew from the low market 
price of votes that the bribing was all on one side was at 
once remarkably ingenious and very sound. It is to be 
hoped that all his decisions may command as much 
approval as the present, although it is impossible not to 
anticipate that a single man’s judgment, especially when 
of so rapid and impulsive a character, must, even when 
combined with the greatest sagacity, occasionally go 
wrong. That, however, the Committees did, not occa- 
sionally, but frequently. 

The Court of Common Pleas has, after a lengthened 
argument, affirmed the decision of Mr. Justice Willes at 
chambers in the election petitions. It is, of course, for- 
tunate for the public interests that the Court have been 
able to come to a conclusion which will allow the merits 
of the questions raised as to as many as eighteen elec- 
tions to be gone into. It was, however, perfectly clear, 
and, indeed, was admitted in a most distinct way by Mr. 
Mellish in his powerful argument on behalf of the re- 
spondents in the Hull petition, that whether or not the 
proper construction of the Act was that £1,000 security 
was sufficient for a petition against two members as well 
as for a petition against one, the petitioners, at all events, 
were not to blame in supposing that it was. In fact, asthe 
sections relating to security mentioned only £1,000, if 
the argument that £2,000 was required had been held 
good, the result would have been that a complete trap 
would have been laid by the Legislature for petitioners. 
We fancy, therefore, that if the decision of the Court had 
been that all these petitions had dropped through, an 
Act of Parliament would have been passed to permit 
these particular elections to be inquired into. Certainly 
it would have been a case in which, if ever, ex post facte 
legislation would have been justifiable. The Court, however, 
from the first intimated that they must, if possible, place 
such a construction on the Act as to keep alive these 
petitions, and they have done so. Probably neither the 
numerous counsel who held the contrary opinion nor 
the members who are anxious either about their seats or 
about the payment of their costs, are convinced by the 
judgment of the Court, and we must confess our belief that, 
had the considerations of public policy been equal on 
one side and on the other, the very powerful arguments 
of Mr. Mellish and Mr. Henry James would have pre- 
vailed. At the same time, as is usual in cases upon 
the construction of Acts of Parliament, it was perfectly 
clear that the point had been unforeseen by the Legis- 
lature, so that either construction was in some degree 
unsatisfactory. 





THE LATE PROCEEDINGS in the Court of Common 
Pleas upon the Hull Election Petition, and the doubts as 
to the true interpretation of the 22nd section of the 
Bribery Act as to the question of security upon a double 
petition, aiford another and a very notable instance of 
the unfortunate manner in which our laws are framed. 
Here is an enactment made only last year which has 
fairly pusaled the Bench and the Bar, both of whom 
admitted the hopelessness of endeavouring to fathom 
the ambiguous words of the statute; and for the deoi- 
sion ultimately given there could be found no guide save 
the desire, as a matter of expediency, not to invalidate 
several ponding petitions As Mr, Mellish remarked, 
it would take another Act of Parliament to make the Acs 
intelligible, Bovill, QJ. had certainly truth oa his 
side when he observed,—* The way in whieh Acts of 
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Parliament are passed is most unfortunate. Amend- 
ments are introduced, sometimes at a moment’s notice, 
which materially affect the construction of the Act, 
without their effect being seen.” 

There are two causes at work tending to make an 
Act of Parliament unsatisfactory. The first is to 
be found in the original drafting of the bill, and arises 
from the want of skill or forethought on the part of the 
draftsman, or his ignorance of the existing law relating 
to the subject-matter of the bill. This is conspicuous in 
the bills of private members, although the official drafts- 
man of the Companies Act, 1862, and the new Bribery 
Act has been rather unhappy in his work. The second, and 
more obvious, fount of evilis the manner in which the bill 
is amended, re-amended, and cut about in its passage 
through the Houses. Mr. Mill has suggested a scheme for 
obviating the first, if not both, of these defects, butif 
the country is unwilling to go the length of Mr. Mill’s 
scheme, we think that much time cannot be allowed to 
elapse without the introduction of some machinery to 
obviate the grotesque results of the amendments and re- 
amendments of either House. We should desire, for in- 
stance, the appointment of a committee or staff of Par- 
liamentary draftsmen, who should resettle each bill after 
it has passed each House, the bill being again sub- 
mitted to the House after such revision. To make room 
for this innovation, we would abolish one of the three 
readings now required, believing that two are quite 
enough. It is possible that a distinct staff appertaining 
to each House would be advisable; this would be a 
matter of detail. We are confident, however, that before 
very long some scheme akin to that which we have 
suggested will be pronounced necessary. 





THE TREASURY have just issued a revised code of 
“ general instructions ’ to officers of the county courts 
in eubstitution of those issued in January, 1857. These 
instructions enter into the most minute details of the 
mode of ccnducting the business of the offices, with 
forms of books and directions how every entry is to be 
made. Directions are also given as to the appropriation 


of the fees taken, and the salaries and expenses to be | 


paid. The most notable portions of the document are 
the instructions numbered 41, 42, and 43. From these 
it appears that registrars and high bailiffs are required to 
“declare on their honour that they have not employed 
any of the clerks or bailiffs whose salaries are paid by 
the Government in matters of equity, or that, having 


employed such clerk or bailiff, they have remunerated | 


him for so doing by payments out of their fees as 
shown by vouchers annexed;” which is something 
very like asking an official to declare “on his 
honour” that he does not add to an already 
handsome salary by picking pockets. A more extra- 
ordinary matter than this consists in what appa- 
rently must be regarded as an omission. The fees 
in equity retained by the registrars are extremely 
emalj, but the County Courts Act, 1867, has already 
developed a considerable business in common law, 
for which registrars are paid by fees. These fees, 
taken chiefly under sections 2, 7,and 10, largely exceed 
the equity fees ; in some of the larger courts bringing 
in an addition to the registrar’s income of from £100 to 
£200 per annum. The instructions say nothing as to 
whether a registrar or high bailiff may get the work done 
for which these fees are charged, and keep the money 
themselves. Of course those officers would none of them 
think of doing so dishonest a thing, but as these instruc- 
tions stand they have todeclare “ on their honour ”’ that in 
a matter of probably a few shillings they have not de- 
franded the labourer of his hire, while in a matter of 
hundreds of pounds they are supposed to be honest 
enough to do right without being called to account in 
any way whatever. If the declaration is necessary at 
all, surely it is necessary in the larger matter rather 


a 
A CASE WAS DECIDED last Monday in the Court of Ry. 
chequer in which the decisions in Grissell y, Bristone 
17 W. R. 123, and Coles v. Bristowe, ib. 105, were fol. 
lowed, though with a different result to the stockjobbe 
The case was simply this:—Maxted, the holder of shares 
in Overend, Gurney, & Co., instructed his brokers to 
and they sold in the usual course to the defendants, a 
jobbers, for the account day, April 29, on which day the 
name of one Maxwell was passed in as that of the ulti. 
mate purchaser. Maxwell would seem to hays 
consented to this, in the belief that it was no 
possible, after the winding-up, to transfer the shares 
to him, for the transaction being continued over to 
May 15 with his acquiescence, he professed himself gtjj] 
ready to accept a transfer, if one could legally be made, The 
transaction was afterwards continued over to May 3} 
without Maxwell’s consent, and he afterwards refused 
to take the shares. The Court considered that his lig. 
bility on his original agreement expired on May 15, 
and that, as the transaction had not been renewed or 
continued with his consent, his name could not be passed 
in as that of a person who had agreed to accept a trang- 
fer; the jobber was therefore liable, on this default, in 
conformity with the decisions in Grissell v. Bristowe and 
Coles v. Bristowe. 





LEGAL EDUCATION. 
No. I. 

The history of legal education in England is curiously 
characteristic of the country, and entirely in harm 
with the history of almost all our legal institutions, In 
the whole of our complicated system for the administra. 
tion of justice there is hardly a single member of which, 
if we are asked the how and the why, we are not in- 
clined to give Topsy’s answer, “Specs it grow’d.” No 
one designed it ; no one is responsible for it; no one 
defends it: but everybody acquiesces in its existence, 
and, without inquiry, accepts it as unalterable. 

But there is really hardly one of the eccentricities of 
the system for which, if we take the trouble to search 
for it, an intelligible origin may not be found, or which 
has not at some period or other near or remote, and in 
| some form, served a useful purpose. And it is of im- 
| portance in every case to try and trace the origin of an 
| institution which we wish to reform, for a reason which 
| may not always be perceived at first sight. One of the 
| 
| 





difficulties that law reformers have to contend with 
arises from the very strength of their case. Every man 
of candid and cautious mind, if he be strongly impressed 
with the apparent absurdity of a system which he finds 
in existence, and knows to have existed for long, is in- 
clined to distrust his own judgment, to think that there 
must, after all, be some element in the case which he 
has overlooked, some reason lying behind all this seeming 
folly ; otherwise it must huve been swept away long ago. 
He hesitates to meddle with what he fears he may not 
understand, and his help is lost to the cause of reform, 
There is only one way of removing such natural hesi- 
tation, and that is by showing him the origin of the 
absurdities he now sees, and what element of usefulness 
there has at any time been in them. For instance, if a 
lawyer points out to one wholly a stranger to law the 
folly and mischief of the present rigid severance of the 
various superior courts, the Queen’s Bench and Common 
Pleas, for instance, so that you may sometimes see the 
one rising for want of work, and the other groaning 
under a burden of arrears, and yet the one wholly unable 
to assist the other; he will be apt to have a kind of sus- 
picion that there must be something behind—the thing 
is too absurd. It is then very important to be able to 
point out that this severance was established six hun- 
dred and fifty yeare ago to remedy a grievance then 
woverely felt ; that at that time the King’s court followed 
the King’s person, and the King wandered from place to 
place, and that the people insisted that the court which 
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was to try their causes should be fixed at one place ; and 
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pence the severance; which lasts to this day. In the 


way no man out of Bedlam, if called on to arrange 
e for the training and admission of advocates, 
yould devise anything having the faintest resemblance 
to that in force in England. And for that very reason 
cations men, both in the legal profession and out of it, 
are disposed to imagine that there must be some virtue 
in asystem which has lasted so long, and been main- 
tained by successive generations of prudent and able 
men. Otherwise they cannot conceive how it could 
have been established, still less how it could 
have lasted so long. The truth is that the present 
mis in substance of quite recent origin, and only 
makeshift in the place of a far better system allowed 
tofall into decay. In form it is a mere fragment of the 
skeleton of what was once a living body. Its idle 
ceremonies, three years of terms, dinners in hall, and the 
rest, were once useful realities. The Inns of Court 
themselves are the ruins of what was once a great legal 
university where law was really taught, and all candi- 
dates for the legal profession had to learn it. 

The details of the earliest history of all that concerns 
the legal profession are, as might be expected, for the 
most part lost in obscurity; and such records as survive 
areofa kind to interest few but antiquarians. But, 
without seeking to be wise above that which is written, 
some general conclusions may be safely arrived at. It 
is clear that from a very early period the common 
lawyers in this country were in the habit of associating 
themselves together into clubs or societies, living together, 
and working together in promoting the study of the 
common law. Their hatred of the civil lawyers, and fear 
of the spread of the civil law, stimulated them greatly in 
the laudable purpose of learning and teaching the com- 
mon law. These societies, like the Inns of Court at 
present, were voluntary associations, not incorporated 
bodies. Somewhere about the reign of Edward III. the 
four principal of these societies, the two societies of the 
Temple and those of Lincoln’s-inn and Gray’s-inn, were 
becoming established in the abodes which they have 
occupied ever since. And the other and smaller societies 
which remained, either from the first or at some later 
period, under the name of Inns of Chancery, became 
annexed or affiliated to the several Inns of Court, and 
served for purposes which will appear hereafter. From 
avery early time, as far back as we have been able to 
trace, the Inns of Court with their affiliated Inns of 
Chancery undertook the education of law students. And 
to them the right of admitting to the Bar seems to have 
been early delegated by the judges to whom it properly 
belonged. But for. many years after the Inns 
of Court were settled in their present abodes 
we fail to obtain any clear view of the working 
of their system. The first picture we have of 
the Inns of Court painted from the life is from 
the pen of Fortescue. The passage in which he 
treats of the matter is a very well known one, but it is 
80 remarkable and instructive that we quote it again. 
“There belong to it (the study of the law) ten lesser 
inns, and sometimes more, which are called Inns of Chan- 
cery, in each of which there aro an hundred students at 
the least, and in some of them a far greater number, 
though not always constantly residing. The students 
are, for the most part, young men; here they study the 
nature of original and judicial writs, which are the very 
first principles of the law. After they have made some 
progress here, and are more advanced in years, they are 
admitted into the Inns of Court properly so called: of 
these there are four in number, In that which is least 
frequented there are about two hundred students. . . 
There is, both in the Inns of Court and the Inns of. 

cery, a sort of academy or gymnasium fit for persons 
of their station, where they learn singing, and all kinds 
of music, dancing, and such other accomplishments and 
diversions (which are cajlod revels), as are suitable 
to their quality, and such as are usually practised at 
court, At other times out of term the greater part apply 






































themselves to the study of the law. I need not 
be particular in describing the manner and method how 
the laws are studied in those places, since your Highness 
is never like to be a student there. But I may say in 
the general that it is pleasant, excellently well adapted 
for proficiency, and every way worthy of your esteem 
and encouragement ; one thing more I will beg to ob- 
serve—viz., that neither at Orleans, where both the civil 
and canon laws are professed and studied, and whither 
students resort from all parts; neither at Angiers, Caen, 
nor any other university of France (Paris excepted), are 
there so many students who have passed their minority, 
as in our Inns of Courts, where the natives only are ad- 
mitted.” This passage, it will be remembered, is by one 
who had been Chief Justice in the early part of Henry 
V{I.’s reign, and was written in the latter part of the 
same reign, after the country had been desolated by 
years of civil war. Two conclusions may therefore 
safely be drawn from the whole of the passage, and par- 
ticularly from the number of students mentioned in it; 
first, that the Inns of Court were at that time extraor- 
dinarily popular and successful as places of learning ; 
and, secondly, that they were not mere schools of law or 
schools for lawyers, but must have been frequented by 
multitudes who can have had no idea of adopting the law 
as a profession. And this last conclusion has other evi- 
dence in its favour. 

Later authorities than Fortescue leave us no great 
difficulty in completing his picture by showing what the 
mode of education at the Inns of Court and Chancery 
was during the several centuries for which the system 
was in efficient working order. The period of student- 
ship, though it varied somewhat from time to time, was 
generally seven years. Of this time a year or two was 
commonly spent at an Inn of Chancery. When the stu- 
dent had made some progress and a chamber could be 
found for him, he removed to an Inn of Court for the re- 
mainder of the time. While a student of an Inn of 
Court he was bound to reside, not only in term, but 
during certain vacations, and to dine in the common hall. 
And we need hardly say that the present practice of 
closing the halls in vacations was unknown; on the 
contrary, the most important exercises for students and 
others took place in vacation after dinner in hall. 
The means provided for learning law were chiefly 
three—attendance in court during term time; lectures 
or readings at certain times of the year; and moots 
and other like exercises, which were in fact formal 
discussions of points of law in which students and 
barristers alike took part. The education of the 
students was under the charge of two readers chosen 
yearly—one a bercher, the other a barrister of some 
years’ standing, who thereupon became a bencher, 
And they seem to have discharged duties not very re- 
motely analogous to those, of college tators. They de- 
livered each a course of lectures in the year; a readiag, 
as it was called, one in the spring, the other in the 
summer vacation. The reader took for his text a statute 
or series of statutes, and founded on this a discussion of 
some particular branch of law. What readings were like 
we can judge pretty well from the specimens which 
have come -down to us. Lord Bacon's treatise on the 
Statute of Uses and Callis on Sewers are examples of 
readings; and Coke has left us a series of twenty 
readings or lectures on the Statute of Fines. 
But the most important and characteristic part of 
the education of a student in the Inns of Court 
consisted of the moots and similar exercises. There 
were moots of various kinds and degrees for the different 
classes of members in the Inns, but in principle they 
were all alike, and a description of one is a desoription 
of all. At a grand moot, the point for discussion 
having been selected, two of the senior stadents 
opened the pleadings, as we should say, that is, 
enunciated in law French the proper pleadings for 
raising the question. Two barristers then argued the 
case, and, finally, the presiding benchers delivered their 
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opinions upon the whole matter. At moots among the 
students, which appear to have been constantly tak- 
ing place, the readers selected the questions and pre- 
sided at their discussion, At one period, too, the 
readers decided upon the fitness of the candidates for 
call to the Bar, though the whole body of benchers after- 
wards took this matter into theirown hands. A student 
at the end of his seven years, if he were considered 
sufficiently qualified, might be called to the bar. But 
even then he was not admitted to practice in open 
court for three years more. And, during these three 
years, as well as afterwards, he was bound to take his 
part in the moots and exercises of the society. 

This system, in spite of its defects, which are many 
and obvious, undoubtedly offered some considerable ad- 
vantages. In the first place it secured that every can- 
didate for the Bar should pass a long apprenticeship, 
and during it should actually reside in a place of learn- 
ing, and amidst an atmosphere of law, not only in 
habitual intercourse with his fellow students, but con- 
stantly and usefully coming into contact with his 
seniors. Secondly, it provided competent directors of 
his studies in the persons of the readers. And, thirdly, 
in the moots, to say nothing of the readings, it pro- 
vided a very effective mode of learning law, combining, 
as they substantially did, oral instruction with a kind 
of informal examination, or test of his proficiency. 

How this system fell into decay, and at last disap- 
peared, leaving nothing behind but a few empty forms, 
and how the present system, or no system, arose in its 
place, we shall endeavour to show hereafter. 








RECENT DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 
GOODWILL INCIDENT TO THE PREMISES, 
King v. The Midland Railway Company, V.C.G., 17 
W. R. 113. 

The goodwill of a business has been defined to be the 
probability that persons who have resorted to the shop 
before will do so again; and in the words of Sir John 
Leach, V.C., it is an advantage attached to the posses- 
sion of the house. In this case a baker’s leasehold pre- 
mises, which were mortgaged, had been taken by a rail- 
way company, and the purchase-money ascertained, which 
was to include the value of the lease and the goodwill of 
the business. The mortgage-debt exceeding this sum, the 
Vice-Chancellor held, on the ground that the goodwill 
was an incident of the premises, that the mortgagee of 
the lease must take the whole sum, and refused to ap- 
portion it between him and the owner of the business 
who claimed the price of the goodwill. The case follows 
Chissum v. Dewes,5 Rass, 29, where, however, the busi- 
ness was not going; but it appears from the case before us 
that the house and the goodwill are inseparable, and that 
the rule is the eame, whether the business be going or 
not at the time of sale, although in the latter case the 
portion of the price attributable to the goodwill would 
be reduced to a minimum. 





COMMON LAW. 
Coste—County Courts Act, 1867—BiLLs or 
EXCHANGE. 
Holbrow v. Jones, C. P. 17 W. BR, 64. 

A somewhat new point as to costs was raised in this 
case. The plaintiff wished to commence an action on a 
bill of exchange for fifteen guineas, and applied at the 
proper office of « county court for a summons under the 
Bills of Exchange Act. ‘The officer refused to issue a 
summons under that Act, on the ground that the judge 
of the county court had decided that such a summons 
could not be issued for less than £20. The officer at the 
same time offered an ordinary summons, The plaintiff 
then issued « writ under the Bills of Exchange Act, and 





recovered judgment for the amount claimed. Jt Was 
assumed for the purposes of the argument that the ex. 
pense of proceeding in the county court by an ordinary 
summons would have been greater than the costs of 
suing in a superior court under the Bills of Exe 
Act, and the Court decided that the officer ought not 
to have refused the summons applied for by the plain. 
tiff. 

It was held, nevertheless, that the plaintiff was not 
entitled to his costs, as section 5 of the County Court; 
Act, 1867, deprives a successful plaintiff of his costs ip 
an action of contract, unless he recovers more than £20 
or the judge who tries the cause certifies, or a judge at 
chambers, or the Court make an order or rule for costs; 
and the Court thought that this was not a case where an 
order for costs ought to be made. 

This appears to be a case of considerable hardship. The 
plaintiff endeavoured to sue in the county court under 
a particular statute, and was improperly prevented from 
doing so by an officer of the court. After this refusal 
he followed the cheapest course by suing in the superior 
court, but he was not entitled to his costs, as “ his proper 
course would have been to apply for an order on the 
judge” of the county court to grant the summons; and 
if the expenses in the county court are greater than 
in the superior courts, that is a question rather for the 
Legislature than for the judges. 

This decision is no doubt quite in accordance with tha 
rules usually acted upon in granting or refusing applica. 
tions for costs, but it is at the same time one of those 
cases in which anyone must feel that an innocent 
party to a cause has suffered damage in consequence 
of a fault in the working of the legal machinery. 








COURTS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
SratementT or THE NumpBer or Causes, Peririons, &e,, 
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BAIL COURT. 
(Before Lusn, J., and a Common Jury.) 
Jan. 20,—Laing v. Stimpson. 

This was an action to recover damages against the defen- 
dant in consequence of his having issued an attachment 
against the effects of the plaintiff, he knowing there was 
nothing due to him. 

Hawkins, Q.C., and Philbrick, for the plaintiff, said the 
plaintiff was a ta in the firm of Evans & Laing, 
solicitors. The defendant was formerly a solicitor, but now 
called himself a law partnership agent. Mr. Evans, who 
had been in business for twenty years, had asked Simpson if 
he could find him a partner. It was agreed that Simpsen 
should have 5 per cent. upon any premium Evans should 
obtain. Simpson brought Evans & Laing together, and they 
agreed that the premium should be £3,000, Evans paid 
Simpson £150 as hiscommission. Afterwards Simpson met 
Taing and asked him for £150 commission. Laing repu- 
diated the claim, but eventually gave him £75, and took # 
receipt for the amount “for his commission.” In September 
Simpson came to the office of Evans & Laing in custody for 
debt, and asked Laing to cash a check of his for £10 on the 
Birkbeck Bank. Laing, as an act of kindness, gave him @ 
check for the £10, and Simpson was liberated. On the 28th 
of October Simpson saw Evans, and told him he was go 
to put the “screw” on Laing, and he then went to the Lo 
Mayor's Court, and there he swore that Laing was truly in- 
debted to him in £75, and an attachment was issued a 
served on the Holborn branch of the London and County 
Bank, ‘The manager gave Laing notice of the attachment. 
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Laing then tendered the bail of persons who could have 
‘ystified to an amount of £100,000, but Simpson took the 
technical objection that all these parties were attorneys, 
and could not be bail. The attachment remained until the 
5th of November. The plaintiff then took up the proceed- 
ings in the Mayor’s Court, and eventually the plaintiff 
succeeded, and now brought his action for what was alleged 
to be the misconduct of Simpson, it being urged that Simp- 
son had no right to charge commission to both parties. 

7. J. Smith and Kidd, for the defendant, said the jury, 
when they came to hear the defendant’s evidence, would 
discover that the defendant had acted bona fide. An agent 
had a right to receive commission from both sides. There 
had been a dispute whether the defendant was entitled to a 
commission from the plaintiff. 

The plaintiff, Mr. Evans, and the defendant were all 
called and examined. 

Bytes, J., in summing up, said there were two questions 
for the jury. Was Mr. Laing indebted to Mr. Simpson in 
this £75? If they found he was, then there must be a 
yerdict for the defendant. If not, did Simpson know that 
he had no claim upon Laing, and, knowing that, did he pro- 
ceed in the Mayor's Court in order to coerce Laing to pay 
the money that was not due? If he did this, then the ver- 
dict must be for the plaintiff. 

Verdict for the plaintif/—Damages, £150. 





THE ELECTION PETITIONS. 
Winpsor. 
(Before Wizzs, J.) 
Gardner v. Eykyn. 

O'Malley, Q.C., and Murphy, for the petitioner ; Henry 
James and C. Coleridge for the respondent. 

In this case the petitioner asked a scrutiny, claiming the 
seat. On the third 1 morning of the trial, 

0’ Malley, Q.C., said he was instructed by Colonel Richard- 
son-Gardner (the petitioner) to say that he hud come to the 
conclusion that the case made out against Mr. Eykyn was 
not at all the sort of case which he anticipated he should be 
able to prove. He thought he should have been able to 
disclose a state of facts which would have led to the infer- 
ence that extensive bribery had prevailed at the last elec- 
tion for New Windsor. But he felt bound to admit that no 
such evidence has been produced ; and that being so, he should 
not be justified in pressing his case any further. He was 
ready to submit to any investigation as to his own conduct 
without reference to what might be the rules of the Court 
which his Lordship might think proper to institute ; but, so 
far as Mr. Eykyn was concerned, he did not intend to pro- 
ceed with the scrutiny nor claim the seat. 

Wits, J.—The statement of Mr. O'Malley renders it 
proper that I should, in order that there may be no mis- 
conception about the matter—especially as I have turned 
the case very much over in my mind during the night—re- 
state the views which I take ofthe various cases that have 
been brought under my notice during the progress of this 
trial, I shall commence the observations which I have to 
make upon them by dealing with those cases in which it 
appears to me the evidence as it now stands, assuming no 
answer could be given to it, is such as I shéuld be satisfied 
to act on. I will then refer to those cases which it occurs 
tome require further explanation——cases in dealing with 
which I should, if I were investigating the matter in a 
eee room, ask either the candidate or the member, if he 

ppened to be present, What answer have you to give upon 
this point or the other? [After dealing with several cases, 
which. involve no principle worth reporting, his Lordship 

ed to the caso of Bishop, & messenger, continuing} :— 

have already stated that authority to canvass—and I pur- 
y used the word “ authority’ and not “ employment,” 
auso I meant the observation to apply to persons 
authorised to canvass, whether paid or not for their services 
would, in my opinion, constitute an agent, and that 
authority for the general management of an election would 
involve authority to canvass, IT noed not, therefore, make 
any further observation upon that point. I do not say— 
because it is possiblo that my mind has not travelled over the 
various combinations of facts with rd to which agenoy 
has boen allogod—that thore may not be instances of agency 
on behalf of a candidate besides those of authority to canvass 
and authority for the goneral management of an election, 





Asan illustration of a sort of case with which I might have 
to deal I may mention that of an agent for election ex- 
penses. I will not further allude to what other description 
of cases of agency may arise. It would not be profitable to 
do so on the present occasion, but I am bound to say that £ 
do not think a mere messenger, such as Bishop was, can be 
regarded as an agent, and it is still the impression on my 
mind that his agency was not proved so as to defeat the 
election. There must be no mistake—after what has 
occurred there can hardly be any mistake—as to the 
distinction which exists between defeating a vote and 
defeating an election. A bribe by anybody will 
if proved, defeat the vote ; a bribe by a candidate or agent 
will defeat an election. [His Lordship then took some 
other cases, also calling for no reports, and proceeded to the 
case of an Odd Fellows’ dinner, at which the respondent 
had presided :—)The evidence is that Mr. Eykyn was pre- 
sent in the chair ata dinner of the Odd Fellows society, and 
the landlord of the inn kas stated that Mr. Eykyn on that 
occasion ordered him to put wine on the table, in pursuance 
of which order a large quantity of champagne and other 
luxuries were produced and charged to Mr. Eykyn and to 
two of his supporters. It appears that there were some 
ninety-five persons present at the dinner, among whom were 
about seventy tradesmen and artisans, most of whom were 
voters for the borough, but divided in political opinion. 
Now the Odd Fellows is not a political society. Its con- 
stitution is of a benevolent character, and party polities 
are as arule excluded from it, as from other societies of a 
similar description. The sting of this case lics in the faet 
that the dinner was held on the 25th of August, not moze 
than three weeks after the passing of the Act under whose 
operation I now sit, and within a fortnight or three 
weeks of the commencement of the actual canvass for 
the elections. Now, I am pressed with the objection- 
able character, ‘to say the least of it, of any trans- 
action by which an intending candidate may seek to 
ingratiate himself with electors, whether of his own side in 
politics or not, by profuse expenditure for luxuries. I 
must express the opinion, for I entertain it, that this is a 
questionable proceeding, and that it would be well if such 
proceedings were refrained from in future; the more so 
because no one but a man possessed of wealth could afford to 
expend £27 in a single evening on drink for other people. 
If profuse expenditure of this kind may be resorted to, it 
seems to me that it must operate as something like an ex- 
clusion of men with moderate means from becom*ng can- 
didates at elections. I am, at the same time, quite 
aware of the distinction between treating aud bribing. The 
terms of the section of the Act of Parliament applicable 
to treating are very different from these applicable to 
bribery. I must bear that steadily in mind in dealing with 
cases Of this description. There is, as we know, an express 
enactment with respect to treating, which forbids the giving 
of any refreshment to voters during an election under a 
penalty which seems to imply that all hospitality is not 
struck at by the enactments as to treating. If every man at 
the Odd Fellows’ dinner got 6s, $d., or the price of the cham- 
pagne which he drank, what would a Parliamentary Com- 
mittee say to such a proceeding, and what must I say of it 
if there were not a distinction between bribing and treating? 
This case, however, is not, I think, altogether without pre- 
cedent. 

Cases of a similar nature, have, I find, been under 
the censideration of Parliamentary Committees, who have 
drawn a distinction between societies which have and those 
which have not a political object. I may refer to the deci- 
sion in the Pontefract case, in Wolferstan & Dew. The 
treating of Odd Fellows mentioned in that case was to a 
much smaller extent than in the present instance, but it was 
held not toamount to treating within the Act, the society 
not being a political society, I may also refer to the Mei#- 
stone case (1d.), as bearing immediately upon this point, as 
showing that it appears to have been taken for granted, and 
no doubt correctly, that a similar treating of a a 
having a political character, if established in evidence, woul 
have amounted to an offence within the Act of Parliament. 
T am not bound by the decisions of Parliamentary Commit- 
toes except in respect of precedents not provided for by the 
rules laid down by the judges, and this is not such & CAS 5 
but I may, possibly, refer to those decisions for my ome 
As to the case of the Odd Fellows, then, while I eannot, 
for the reasons I have mentioned, disabuse my mind of ts 
importance, yet I think it well to follow the course which 
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has been adoptel by Parliamentary Committees in similar 
instances. 

H. James, Q.C., then obtained time to deliberate what 
course he should pursue after the petitioner’s withdrawal. 

Wites, J.—Do you propose to go on with the recrimina- 
tory case ? 

H. Janes, Q.C.—I am not just yet prepared to answer 
that question. 

Wittes, J.—This is a little critical, because one question, 
of course, which I should have to ask, with a view to my 
report to the Speaker of the House of Commons, would be 
whether, in the event of your not going on with your re- 
eriminatory case, the withdrawal of the claim to institute a 
scrutiny was the result of any compromise between the pe- 
titioner and the sitting member. 

H. James, Q.C., and 0’ Malley, Q.C., both denied that there 
had been any compromise. 

Writes, J.—Then I may say that [ should not consider 
it my duty to attempt that which would properly devolve 
upon a Commission of Inquiry if such a Commission should 
issue in compliance with a petition which has, I understand, 
been presented to the House of Commons. I consider my 
duties to be judicial and not inquisitorial, except in so far 
as it would be proper that I shoald follow up any clue 
which the evidence laid before me by the parties on the 
one side or the other may furnish. I do not think it was 
the intention of the Act of Parliament to convert a judge 
into a magistrate to institute a preliminary inquiry. I am 
the more satisfied of that because of the express provision 
with reference to the issuing of Commissions of an entirely 
different character from that under which I now sit, in the 
event of its becoming necessary to inquire into the exist- 
ence of corrupt practices generally. It is only where a 
clue to the existence of such corrupt practices is presented 
by the evidence properly and formally laid before me that I 
shall think it necessary, as at present advised, to send for 
parties and papers with a view to investigate a subject which 
I consider to be out of my jurisdiction. I believe 
it is proper, if not necessary, looking at the terms of the 
1lth section of the Election Petitions Act, I should an- 
nounce in court, in the form of a judgment, that which I 
propose to report to the Speaker of the House of Commons. 
I feel a little diffidence in saying whether it is intended by 
the section which I have mentioned that the judgment 
should go in the form of a certificate to the Speaker simply, 
so that he should be the first person to know officially what 
was the decision of the judge. I think, however, it is in- 
cumbent on the judge to announce at the time, in the 
form of an order or judgment in public, the conclusion at 
which he may have arrived. This is corroborated by the 
= and 14th sections of the Act. I determine as fol- 

ows:— 

“1. That the sitting member whose return is complained 
of by the petition was duly elected and returned to serve in 
Parliament as member for the borough of New Windsor. 2. 
That no corrupt practices lave been proved to have been 
committed by or with the knowledge or consent of any can- 
didate at such election. 3. That on the evidence before 
me it does not appear that corrupt practices have been 
resorted to, and there is in such evidence no reason to 
believe they have extensively prevailed at the election to 
which the petition relates. 4. That at the close of the 
case for the petitioner, and after the address of the learned 
counsel for the respondent in answer thereto, the learned 
counsel for the petitioner stated in effect that his client felt 
that his case was not made out as he anticipated it would 
have been, and did not desire to proceed to a scrutin y 5. 
That aa and upon the examination of the respondent 
and two of his agents, I was satisfied that this course was 
not the result of any compromise, and did not require the 
learned counsel for the respondent to proceed with any 
case of recrimination, nor did I consider it my duty to 
= « general inquiry into the proceedings at the elec- 

ion. 

1 shall certify to the Speaker accordingly. 

As to costs, path a8 J am convinced that the intention 
of the statute was substantially to put that question on the 
same footing as in ordinary actions, and that, as a general 
rule, the costs ought to be paid by the unsuccessful arty, I 
am of opinion that, although the petition is neither frivolous 
nor vexatious, yet as it has failed, and as there are no spe- 


cial circumstances to displace the general rule, I must order 


the petitioner to pay the costs of the reapondent, 





COUNTY COURTS. 
LAMBETH. 
(Before J. Prrr Taxxor, Esq., Judge.) 
Jan. 138. —Hutehings v. Owen, 

Keepers of greenyards not entitled to charge for the keep of 
stray cattle entrusted to their care. 

The plaintiff's horse having been found straying on an 
estate belonging toa land company at Dulwich, the sur. 
veyor to the company had the animal taken to the nearest 
greenyard, which was kept by defendant. On the plaintiff 
claiming the animal, he was charged £1, which he pro. 
tested against paying, but ultimately paid rather than allow 
his horse to remain in the yard. He now claimed the re. 
turn of the money. 

The defendant said he detained the money for the pur. 
pose of having a case brought before his Honour. There 
appeared to be some doubt whether a greenyard keeper 
eould make charges for animals entrusted to him. He, the 
defendant, had been appointed by the police to his office, 
and, being an authorised person, he thought he ought to 
have a right to charge. : 

Mr. Pirr Taytor said the defendant had neither a statute 
nor common law right to make such charges. A greenyard 
was not a pound; it was a police arrangement adapted only 
to London and a few other large cities and towns. The 
police had a duty imposed on them to keep the streets clear 
of stray cattle, but they could not authorise any person to 
charge for their custody. The defendant must return the 
£1, but without costs. 








APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Sypvey Cirviow Cup, of Victoria-strect, West- 
minster, has been appointed a London Commissioner for 
administering oaths in Common Law. 


GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE, 


Sir,—The sudden and general revival in journals and 
periodicals of the already much debated, and for a time 
apparently exhausted, land-law questions induces me to ask 
permission to enter again, through your columns, that con- 
troversial field, but without any intention to traverse ‘its 
vast and varied extent. To those who, like myself, are 
sincerely anxious that the really peccant points (and there 
are many) should be vigcrously attacked, it is matter of 
serious regret that the talent, learning and industry 
expended on these questions should not have taken a more 
practical direction. 

Sir George Bowyer (who, however accomplished as a 
scholarly jurist, would seem not to be technically familiar 
with our property laws), in the Times of Friday, the 8th 
instant, asserts that “the English law allows estates for 
life to be limited to any number of persons living at the 
same time, the effect of which is to tie up the estate during 
the life of the survivor; but it does not allow an estate 
for life to be given to an unborn person. Thus you may 
convey an estate to A. for life, with remainder to B., his son, 
for life; Lut you cannot convey it to A. for life, with re 
mainder to his unborn son for life.” On this unsound basis 
he proceeds to build. 

It may be thought hardly consistent with the deservedly 
high character of the Zimes to permit an assertion so grie- 
vously erroneous, on no unessential matter, to go forth to a 
confiding public without plain and prompt contradiction. 
But as (more than once, I think) the same paper, in its 
foremost columns, has treated Queen (or King), Lords, and 
Commons, as the three estates of the realm, it may also be 
thought that law, whether constitutional or municipal, is 
not among the stronger points of the leading journal's ac- 
knowledged supremacy. From recent letters in the Pall 
Mali Gazette it would seem that Sir George Bowyer is un- 
convinced of the various mistakes in his exposition of the 
law of settlement, and indisposed to take kindly the endea- 
vours of an “Outsider” (manifestly a professional adept) 
to set him straight ; but persistency (us Johnson said) will 
never make wrong right, 

Now, beyond all doubt, property, real or personal, may 
be limited to an unborn person for life,—may be 
limited to A. for life, with remainder to his unborn son 
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for life. It has been a question in many reported cases 
whether, under a limitation to A. for life, with remainder to 
his unborn children indefinitely (i.e., without technical words 
of inheritance, or some equivalent expression), the children 
took estates for life only, or what greater estates -a question 
which, if Sir George Bowyer were right in his law, could 
never have arisen. Nor does the case so put by him of a 
limitation to A. for life, remainder to his unborn son for 
life, indicate the extreme limit set by law to the creation of 
life interests. : 

The perpetuity-rule (to state it somewhat loosely) pro- 
hibits the so limiting of property (no matter whether real 
or personal) as to suspend, by the inherent force of the 
limitations, the absolute dominion for a period beyond a 
life or lives in being and twenty-one years ; but that rule 
isnot tran: d (as Sir George Bowyer assumes) by a 
limitation to A. for life, with remainder to his unborn child 
for life, without more—without something superadded, at- 
tempting to look yet further into futurity. Nor is it unim- 

rtant, when estimating the approach towards perpetuity 
of which the rule learnedly and ingeniously handled admits, 
to bear in mind that for these purposes a child may exist in 
the legal sense, with capacity to take, though unborn in the 
popular sense—may be a cognizable landowner ere a 
natural-born subject. Sir George Bowyer, therefore, 
might have started with the unborn and ended with the 
posthumous. * 

Assuming that—having regard to the small amount of 
cases in which, from the absence of settlements and wills, 
the law of succession to freehold estates of inheritance comes 
into operation; to the experience, too, of Kent, and to other 
considerations which have been urged by recent correspon- 
dents of the Zimes and by other writers, it would be a mere 
waste of the newly-acquired legislative vigour to simply 
alter the law of primogeniture ; assuming, also, that only 
the extremest of the extreme land-law reformers would ad- 
vocate the abolition of settlements and wills; and seeing, 
moreover, that by no advocacy could such a sweep be made 
acceptable to pp samc sentiment and habits, the whole con- 
troversy would seem to be reducible to a single point. No- 
thing really vital would remain to be discussed but the 
uestion whether the perpetuity rule should be modified with 

e view of prescribing stricter limits to settlers and testa- 
tors? That may not unreasonably be deemed a question 
fit to be submitted to the Legislature; and so, more unhesi- 
tatingly, may that of still further liberalizing and simplify- 
ing the law of dis-entail. The strong argument against any 
such modification of the perpetuity rule would be founded 
on the fact that the community at large actually finds in 
that rule facilities for all gratentiot family provisions, 
while using without abusing it. As property is (neither 
more nor less than) the power of disposing which the pos- 
sessor of a given subject-matter may exercise over it, the 
rule in question cannot, of course, be modified without 
thereby affecting all proprietary rights. 

It would, as the law stands, not be difficult to suggest 
modes of disposition by which property (not exclusively or 
especially, land) might be virtually withdrawn from aliena- 
tion for a period much exceeding that which Sir George 
Bowyer seems to contemplate, as well as much exceeding 





— 


* It was not to be expected that Sir George Bowyer should 
have so intimate a knowledge of obstetric jurisprudence as Sir 
Thomas Browne, who, speaking from the experience of a differ- 
br pont, as to this point, cognate profession, tells us that a 
child on being born into the external world has already ad- 
vanced (somewhere about) nine months towards, atleast, natural 
majority. It has happened to me (and, doubtless, to other 
counsel) to have occasion to take part in delicate discussions 
arising out of this occult maxim of our law, discussions involving 
in two instances estates of great value, and, in one of these, great 
poetical interest. It is obvious that such discussions may at any 
time arise upon the ordinary forms of limitation in strict settle- 
ments by will, constituting sons born in the testator's lifetime 
tenants for lite only (with remainder to their sons as purchasers) 
—forms which (as well as many others followed by conveyancers 
with confident deference) require revision. It has been sug- 
gested by a retired conveyancing counsel of great experience 
and acuteness that for “born”? we should write ‘ procreated,” 
which is certainly more technically definite, as well as more 
refinedly elegant than the suggestion of another legal authority 
‘alive and kicking ’—a phrase which would simply throw us 

ck upon the original difficulty, aggravated, perhaps, by in- 
quires still more embarrassing. Doubts and queries on such 
points, touching tenancies for ite, havo probably never reached 
Sir Goorge Bowyer in his recluse law-studio. 


that which sound policy would saaction. There is the great 
reported case of the Bristol alderman ; and, if my memory 
fail not, the Poet Wordsworth stretched the rule to nearly 
its extent, in his anxiety to attach to a small ancestral 
freehold in Cumberland the perpetuity of his own immortal 
verse. But such dispositions, whether bred of vanity or of 
too strong a draught of Hippocrene, are happily rare. In- 
stead of saying, as Sir George Bowyer does say, that ‘“‘ the 
public in general do not know how arrow the power is of 
tying up estates in families by preventing their alienation,” 
it would be more pertinent to say that the public in general 
does not know, from ordinary experience, the whole legal 
extent of that power. There not, in truth, being any pre- 
valent inclination on the part of land-owners, large-acred or 
small-acred, to make, by settlement or will, dispositions 
conceived in the spirit of the alderman or the poet, in 
a word, to bedevil their estates, extreme cases are so alto- 

ther exceptional as not to attract observation to the 

readth of volition existing under the rule as it stands; a 
volition which, as regards its capability of being injuriously 
used, remains practically dormant. 

As to primogeniture, or, in other phrase, the law of 
succession on descent to freeholds of inheritance, were it 
thought to demand alteration, the only feasible course would 
seem to be to assimilate the destination of such estates, on 
intestacy, to that of leaschold estates for years, which, to 
an enormous amount, already follow the law of succession 
to personalty. But before so doing, it might be well to 
consider how far even that law is, in all respects, aptly 
fitted to the exigencies of our actual social condition. Fit- 
ness to individual cases must ever be a vain aspiration. As 
regards competency to supply the want of testate providence, 
the Legislature is not, indeed, inops consilii, but magnas 
inter opes inops. 

Before any change is made in such a system as our 
property laws, the condition of the matter to be altered, 
as regards its relations to the rest, should be well 
weighed, the amount of disturbance, on the one hand, and 
of freer-going progress on the other, carefully calculated, 
and the probable balance, if any, of good ascertained. 

Of the arguments advanced against any tampering with 
the so-called law of primogeniture, the least worthy of 
regard, perhaps, are those prompted by alarm for the consti- 
tution itself—a constitution which stands on no such basis, 
but on history, experience, fitness, and national affection— 
not to be overthrown or shaken by any alteration of the 
land-law which shall leave the power of disposition ame 
enough to satisfy the reasonable wants and tastes of the 
possessors of property generally, and, therefore, as regards 
that law, secure in their just appreciation and every-day 
practice. That law might be changed without imperilling 
monarchy or aristocracy, without, in short, producing any 
of those ultimate political eonsequences which, not impro- 
bably, are more desired by some of its antagonists than any 
social advantages ; though, if it were unadvisedly changed, 
the immediate consequences might very inconveniently 
affect the ordinary interests, arrangements, and relations of 
society. The law necessarily—for the sake of order, to 
prevent a scramble for possessions—fixes the destination 
of property on the death of the intestate owner; but 
the collective wisdom of the State when, looking be- 
yond the requirements of social peace generally, it would 
discharge individual duties and take family interests in 
tutelage, when it assumes to make intestates providentl ‘ 
morally and affectionately testate, is imbecility itself ; 
then the result of even its most seer-sighted deliberations 
must be, in many cases, injustice, in more, discontent, in 
not a few, perhaps, destitution, cruelty, or ruin. 

The pubiic would have been spared more than half the 
controversy, if writers and speakers had informed them- 
selves more accurately of the law as it stands, of its actual 
working and practical bearings, and of the popular opinion 
of its merits or demerits, as evinced by its more or less 
general acceptance and familiar application. : 

As nothing of sensible value to the community seems 
likely to result from this primogeniture movement, would 
it not be as well if the writers and speakers were to con- 
centrate their energies upon some attainable practical good, 
as, for instance, the relief of all property, of all titles, of 
all transactions, from the incubus, and the profession from 
the scandal, of the present opprobrious word-counting 
system of remuneration ? 


New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, Wruuram Hayes, 
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Acr ror ABoLisHine CompuLsony CauURCH-Ratzs. 

Sir,—Yonr editorial note to my few remarks in reference 
to the above subject has been shown to me. I never in- 
tended to ask your “advice,’’ nor do I think you think you 
can give a single expression in my letter which has this ten- 

ney. 

The statement of your “Old Subscriber and Constant 
Reader” was made known to me, and simply to aid the 
consideration of the subject I wrote the few remarks, result- 
ing from my own experience, which you have published. 

e “imposing difficulties” are considered to arise from 
the impossibility of enforcing a church-rate. The “ causes 
which it is unnecessary to mention” arise from the very un- 
popular character of an individual who holds an important 
position in the parish ! F 

Excuse me for saying that the editorial note is in no wise 
calculated to aid your ‘‘Old Subscriber,” who evidently is 
desirous only to gain and to give good advice. 

Jan. 20, 1869. Criericus PAROCHIALIS. 


[We did not accuse ‘‘ Clericus Parochialis” of askin 
our advice; but as he he stool forward to assist one who ha 
previously made a general request for advice, we were per- 
fectly entitled to comment on the quality of the assistance 
afforded.—Ep. 8. J.]. 





Sir,—I have just seen the question asked by a correspon- 
dentin the Solicitors’ Journal of December 26th, whether 
there is any authority upon the point, if a man against 
whom an action of tort is pending makes a yoluntary set- 
tlement the settlement is void against the plaintiff in the 
action in the event of his obtaining a judgment. Allow me 
to corroborate your reply by referring your correspondent to 
Barling v. Bishopp, 8 W. Ki. 631, 29 Beav. 417. J.C, 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
EXAMINATIONS AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 


The final examination of gentleman applying to be 44- 
mitted as attorneys took place on the 19th and 20th in*t., 
at the hall of the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane, 
London. 

The examiners were, the Master Benett, of the Court of 
Common Pleas, Mr. Frere, Mr. Sharpe, Mr. Williams, and 
Mr. Wilson. 

Before the commencement of the examination, the 
Master addressed the candidates in very appropriate terms, 


QUESTIONS. 
I.—Common snp Stature LAw AND PRACTICE OF THE 
Courts. 

1. Which is the party primarily liable on a bill of ex- 
change? and when, and to whom, musi notice of its dis- 
honour be given ? 

2. Can a verbal contract to hire a servant for one year to 
commence a week after the making the contract be en- 
forced? Give a reason for your answer. 

3. By or against whom should actions be brought to re- 
cover debts due to or from a married woman before her 
coverture, and what is the effect of the death of the 
married woman in each case before recovery ? 

4. Is parol evidence admissible to alter or explain a 
written contract under any, and if any, what circumstances ? 

5. What is the distinction between specialty and simple 
contract debts, and within what respective periods are they 
barred by statutes of limitation ? 

% 6.§What risk is incurred by an undertenant having goods 
in a house, of which his landlord has not paid the rent due 
from him to his superior landlord ? 

7. What is a set-off? and give instances in which cross 
liabilities can, and cannot, be set off against each other. 

8. Is the master liable for damage sustained through the 
negligent driving of his coachman; and how far is the 
ar for damage sustained by any such negligence 
affected by negligence on the part of the person sustaining 
the damage ? 

9, A, recovers a judgment against B. which is unsatisfied. 
C. is indebted to B. Are there any, and if any, what 
means by which A. can obtain from C. his debt to B. or a 
+ rao part of it to satisfy his (A.’s) judgment against 





10. Describe an interpleader, and what is the most ugug} 
occasion of its adoption ? 

11. State, shortly, the several usual stages in a common. 
action at law, 

12. What is the meaning of a plea puis darrein oontiny. 
ance, and within what time must it be plead 

13. What is long and what is short notice of trial ? 

14. What is the meaning of a demurrer ? 

15. How long does a writ of summons remain in f 
and are there any, and what, means by which it can from 
time to time be kept in force if the defendant cannot bg 
served ? 

IT.—ConveEYAncrne. 

1. Is there any difference as to the necessity of register. 
ing in the Middlesex Registry a will containing a devise of 
a fee-simple estate in the county, or a will containing g 
bequest of a leasehold for years ? 

2. What are the incidents to a tenancy in common, and 4 
joint tenancy respectively ? 

3. A. bequeaths a house held cn lease for a term of years 
to B., and appoints C. his executor, who proves the will, 
In whom does the term vest; and is anything, and what, 
necessary to perfect B.’s title ? 

4. What instruments must be stated in an abstract of 
title to an advowson. 

5. Why has sixty years been assumed as the proper 
commencement of a title to the fee? 

6. When your title commences with a will, what must 
you prove besides, and what is the usual evidence ? 

7. What is required to disentail land held by copy of 
court roll ? 

8. State, shortly, the usual conditions of sale by trustees 
of a leasehold honse. 

9. Can you settle by an ante-nuptial settlement the pro- 
perty of the husband to himself for life, or until he shall 
become bankrupt, or insolvent, so as to defeat creditors ? 

10. To what extent can a lease be granted by parol ? 

11. When land is settled upon trust for sale, and the 
trusts are declared by a separate deed, what clauses should 
the conveyance in trust for sale contain ? 

12. Can a security on land be effected in any other way 
than by a mortgage deed ? 

13. at does “ tacking” a security mean ? 

14. A., by deed, settles land on B. for life, remainder to 
A.’s right heirs. A., by will, settles the reversion on C. for 
life, remainder to C.’s first and other sons in tail male, and 
dies leaving B. & C., and D. (C.’s eldest son) of age, living. 
C, and D. wish to disentail. Is B. a necessary party? 
State your reasons. 

15. Land is settled to A. for life, remainder to B. in fee; 
B. dies in A.’s lifetime, before the Succession Duty Act, and 
devises the reversion to trustees in trust for sale; money to 
be in trust for B.’s wife for life, and after her death for his 
children: A dies after the passing of the Succession Duty 
Act. Is the life interest of B.’s wife liable to succession 
duty, or not? State your reasons. 


I]].—Eauiry anp Practice or THe Courts. 

1. State the different modes now in force of adducing 
evidence in a suit in chancery, with a view to the hearing 
of the cause, and what upportunities of cross examination 
are afforded to the opposite party ? 

2. What is a plea as distinguished from an answer, and 
what is the difference between an answer and a demurrer? 

3. Will a Court of Equity relieve against acts done 
under mistaken notions of law, or facts ? 

4, What is the nature and object of a bill of interpleader, 
and what must a plaintiff show by his bill to enable him to 
maintain it ? 

5. State the mode of proceeding by which executors or 
administrators of deceased persons are enabled to ascer- 
tain whether there are any outstanding debts or liabilities 
affecting the estates of such persons, without an administra- 
tion suit ? 

6. How is a suit on behalf of an infant or married 
woman commenced ; and what authority should the solici- 
tors obtain before commencing such a suit ? 

7. How can a decree of a Court of Equity for payment 
of a sum of money be enforced ? 

8. What is the object, and effect, of enrolling a decree of 
a Vice-Chancellor, or of a Master of the Rolls ? 

9. If real estate be conveyed by A. for payment of his 
debts generally, (no creditor being a party to tho deed,) and 
the estate be afterwards sold and conveyed by A. to a pur- 



























for all or any of his children, appoint the fund to one of his 
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chaser for valuable consideration, but with notice of the prior 
conveyance, which of the two conveyances is valid in a Court 


uity ? 
om Ifa parent, with a power of appointment over a fund 


children upon an understanding that the child shall lend 
him the fund appointed, what will be the effect of such an 

ding on the appointment, if brought to the notice 
of a Court of Equity ? 

11. If real estate be directed by a will to be sold and con- 
yerted into money, and the proceeds distributed among 
several persons, and one of them dies in the life of the 
testator; to whom will this share go at the testator’s death ? 

12. In or upon what funds or securities may executors or 
trustees, unless expressly forbidden by the instruments 
creating their trust, invest the trust funds ? 

13. It a trustee docs not invest trust money which it was 
his duty to have invested, but lets it lie idle at a bank 
without making any profit of it, what liability, if any, 
does he incur to his cestuis que trust ? 

14. If personal chattels be mortgaged, can the mort- 

by any, and what, means acquire the right to sell 
the mortgaged property, without obtaining a decree of fore- 
9 


re! 
15. Will a Court of Equity, in any, and what, cases en- 
teriain a bill for the specific delivery of chattels ? 


IV.—Banxkruptcy AND Practice or THE CovRTs. 


1, What is the meaning of being bankrupt ? 

2. If a person who is not a trader files a declaration of 
insolvency, is that an act of bankruptcy, or not ? 

3. Can a person cause himself to be made bankrupt, or 
must there be a petitioning creditor ; and has the law at any 
time been altered in this respect ? 

4, How should you proceed to make a trader bankrupt , 
if you know him to be insolvent, but are not able to prove 
that he has committed an act of bankruptcy ? 

5. By what means is the title of the bankrupt to his 
property taken away from the bankrupt, and given to h’s 
assignees ? 

6. Does the title of the assignees to the property of the 
bankrupt take effect as from the act of bankruptcy: or, if 
not, from what time does it take effect ? 

7. If a tradesman pays a debt in the ordinary course of 
business, but after commission of an act of bankruptcy, can 
the money paid be recovered ~ the assignees ? 

8. Isthe property which a bankrupt holds as a trustee 
affected by his bankruptcy, and if so, how is it affected ? 

9. In what, if any, case does the title of the assignees ex- 
tend to property that was never the property of the bank- 
rupt 
10. If goods bought have been sent off to the buyer but 
- = yun how does the buyer’s bankruptcy affect the 

er 

11. If a mortgagor becomes bankrupt, what are the 
tights and remedies of the mortgagee ? 

12. What, if any, right of proof is there against the 
estate of a bankrupt for money conditionally contracted 
before the bankruptcy to be paid at a future time, and 
which at the date of the bankruptcy has not yet become 
due, and which may never become due ? 

13. Ifa creditor has assaulted the bankrupt, and at the 
date of the bankruptcy an action is pending for the assault, 
how are the respective claims of the parties adjusted ? 

14. If a bankrupt is liable by covenant with a creditor to 
keep up a policy of assurance on the barkrupt’s life, how 
does the bankruptcy bear on premiums accruing after the 
bankruptcy ? 

15, Can dissentient creditors be bound in any (and, if 
any, what) way by any (and, if any, what) majority of 
creditors to allow the estate to be wound up out of court ? 


V. Crimmvat Law AND ProceEepINGs BEFORE MAGISTRATES. 


1. Give the best definition you can of the crime of lar- 
“yr - theft. t 
. Give a succinct statement of what is necessary to con- 
stitute the crime of murder. 
3. Give astatement of what is necessary to constitute the 
crime of manslaughter. 
4. Were magistrates at any time, and till what time, 
entitled or required to examine by putting yng to per- 
sons charged before thent with any, and what, crimes; 
and are they entitled todo so now? State the statutes 


5. State the principal statutes that have allowed a priso- 
ner to be defended on his trial by counsel, and to what cases 
do they respectively apply ? 

6. In what cases, or under what circumstances, can a 
prisoner who is found guilty have the benefit of having his 
case reconsidered by another tribunal ? 

7. Describe, as far as you can, the various acts, any of 
which will constitute the crime of forgery. 

8. What are the rules as to the county in which a 
prisoner may be tried for forgery? and state the statute 
at present regulating the law in that respect. 

9. Give the best description you can of the crime of 
misdemeanour, and what are the principal offences now 
coming under that name ? 

10, Give a description of the crime of conspiracy. 

11. When, and under what circumstances are magistrates 
on a preliminary enquiry, authorised or bound to admit the 
accused to bail ? 

12. What course should a justice pursue in addressing an 
accused person, after having taken the evidence; cL 
virtue of what statute ? 

13. To what extent, and in what respect, may an 
accessory to a felony, before the fact, be oonvicted and 
punished ? 

14, What are the kinds of punishment, and what is the 
utmost punishment that can be inflicted on a person 
convicted of perjury ? 

15. State the age under which a child cannot now be 
convicted of felony. 


ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS AT THE FINAL EX- 
AMINATION FOR HILARY TERM, 1869. 


I.—Common anp Srarure Law anp Practice oF THE 
Covrts. 


(By Gzo. Kennicx and T. M. Ropwet1, Esqs.) 


1. The acceptor is the party primarily liable on a bill of 
exchange. Notice should be given on the day next after 
the day of dishonour, where the parties reside at different 
places ; but where both the parties live in the same town, 
or in London, notice must be given in time to be received in 
the course of the day following the day of dishonour. The 
notice should be given to all parties to a bill save the 
acceptor, against whom recourse is to be had (Byles, B. 
8th ed.). 

2. A verbal contract to hire a servant for one year to 
commence a week after the making of the contract cannot 
be enforced, it being an agreement not to be performed 
within the space of one year from the making thereof, for, 
unless in writing such an agreement is void under the 4th 
section of the Statute of Frauds. 

3. Actions to recover debts due to or from a married 
woman betore her coverture must be brought by or against 
the husband and wifejointly. The husband may, however, 
sue alone on negotiable instruments, and the wife even ma 
sue alone subject to a plea,in abatement. Upon the d 
of the wife in the lifetime of the husband the liabilities con- 
tracted by her before marriage survive against her repre- 
sentatives, and her husband can be charged only as her 
administrator; unless the creditor has obtained judgment 
against him in the lifetime of the wife. It the wife dies in 
the lifetime of the husband pending an action the suit 
abates, and the benefit of the contract devolves upon the 
administrator (Leake on Con. 633). 

4. Parol evidence is not, as a rule, admissible to alter or 
explain a written contract, but such evidence may be re- 
ceived to explain a latent ambiguity in a written instru- 
ment. In equity a parol variation will only be received on 
behalf of a defendant resisting specific performance, and 
not by a plaintiff seeking such performance, except (1) 
where there has been a part performance of the parol por- 
tion ; or (2) where an omission has occurred by fraud; or 
(8) where the parol variation set up by the plaintiff is not 
objected to by the defendant (Taylor, Ev. 745; St. Eq. 
sec. 170 and note). 

5. Simple contract debts are such as arise by writing not 
under seal, or by mere oral evidence. Specialty debis are 
such as have become due by instruments under seal. One 
distinction is that the former require a consideration to sup- 
port them, and do not when in writing (with the exception 

of bills and notes) import a consideration. The latter are 





Telating to that subject. 





binding on the party executing them, although there be no 
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cousideration. Simple contract debts are statute-barred 
after six years, ard specialty debts after twenty years 
(Steph. Con. vol. 2). 

6. The risk incurred by an under-tenant having goods in 
a house of which his landlord has not paid the rent due 
from him to his superior landlord is that of having the 
goods distrained. As a general rule all the goods and 
chattels in the demised premises, whether they belong to 
the tenant himself or to strangers who have placed them in 
the custody or possession of the tenant, are distrainable. 

There are some exceptions, as where goods are left with a 
workman to be wrought or altered in the way of his trade 
(See Woodfall, 366—376). 

7. A set-off is a demand which the defendant in an action 
may set up against the plaintiff's demand so as to counter- 
balance that of the plaintiff either altogether or in part. 
The following are the requisites of a set-off; the plaintiff's 
claim and the subject of the set-off must be mutual debts 
and not claims merely sounding in damages. The debt 
set off must be a legal and not a mere equitable debt, and 
not statute-barred. It must also be due and payable at the 
commencement of the action (Arch. Nisi Prius, 122—124). 

8, The master is liable for damage sustained through the 
negligent driving cf his coachman unless the coachman 
caused the injury when acting maliciously or contrary to his 
master’s orders. The liability for damage sustained by any 
such negligence is so far affected by the negligence of the 
party sustaining the damage that the master would, it seems, 

be thereby relieved from liability (Ad. Torts, 241, 242). 

9, A. (the judgment-creditor) may apply ex parte to ajudge, 
upon affidavit by himself or hisattorney, stating that judgment 
has been obtained by him against B., is still unsatisfied, and 
that C. is indebted to the judgment debtor, and is within the 
jurisdiction, for an. crder that all debts owing from C. to B. 
(the judgment-debtor) may be attached to answer the judg- 
ment debt; and the garnishee may either by this order or 
by a subsequent one be ordered to appear and show cause 
why he should not pay the amount due from him to A. 
(the judgment-creditor) in satisfaction of the judgment (17 
& 18 Vict. c. 125, ss. 66, 67). 

10. An interpleader may be described as a proceeding 
where two or more persons claim the same thing of a third, 
wherein he claims no interest, and is ignorant to which of 
them it belongs; he makes an interpleader application to the 
Court or a judge to compel the adverse claimants to litigate 
the right betweer. themselves without involving him therein 
(Holth. L. D. 2nd ed.}, The most usual occasion of its 
adoption is when the sheriff seizes goods under an 
execution, and a third party claims them. Here the sheriff 
interpleads. 

11. The several usual stages in a common action at law are 
the writ, the appearance, declarations, pleas, replication, the 
issue, notice of trial, making up and lodging the record or 
transcript of pleadings, evidence, and the trial, judgment, 
and execution. 

12. A plea puis darrein continuance sets up matters 
which have arisen after the last pleading. It sometimes 
happens that after the defendant has pleased, and even after 
issue joined, some new matter may have arisen which it is 
proper for the defendant to plead—as that the plaintiff 
has given the defendant a release, and the like. Here, if the 
defendant takes advantage of the new matter as early as he 
possibly can, he is permitted to plead it by what is called 
a plea puis darrein continuance. This plea must be pleaded 
within eight days after the matter of defence has arisen, 
unless the Court or a judge otherwise orders (Day’s C. L. 
P. 89). 

13, The notice of trial is now in all cases to bea ten 

days’ notice, but taking “short notice of trial” may be 
made a condition of obtaining time to plead, or leave to 
amend. Short notice of trial is in all cases four days 
(Day’s C. L, P. 89), 
_ 14. A demurrer is 4 pleading which denies the sufficiency 
in point of law of the adversary’s pleading; but it admits 
the facte from which the law is inferred. A demurrer 
when joined in raises an issue of law which is decided by the 
Court in banco (Chit. Arch. 912, 11th ed.). 

15. A writ of summons remains in force for six months 
from the date of issuing it, but if the defendant has not 
been served the original or concurrent writ may be renewed 
at uny time before ita expiration for six months from the 
date of such renewal, and so from time to time during the 
currency of the rerowed writ by being re-scaled (Smith, 
Act. 69, 9th ed.) 


—___ 





II.—ConvEYANcING. 
(By Gro. Kenrick, Es4., Solicitor.) 

1. A will containing a devise of a fee simple estate in the 
county of Middlesex requires to be registered in the Middle- 
sex Registry. A will containing a bequest of a leasehold 
for years in the same county, where the lease is at a rack rent, 
or where the term does not exceed twenty-one years, and the 
actual possession and occupation goes along with the lease, 
does not require registration (Prideaux Conv. vol. ii,, p, 
103, 104). 

2. ns tenancy in common the tenants have unity of 

ion, but each holds his share by a distinct and several 
title, so that the legal ownership is divided, and has the 
same incidents as it would have if the subject-matter were 
actually divided into distinct parts. In a joint tenancy 
there is not only unity of possession but unity of ownership, 
that is, there is neither a severance of the subject-matter 
nor of the legal rights over the subject-matter which con- 
stitute ownership. Except where the title arises under the 
Statute of Uses or by means of a will, the joint owners 
necessarily take at the same time. A joint tenant properly 
disposes of his interest to his co-owner or co-owners by a 
release. A tenant in common under similar circumstances 
would convey (Williams, R. P. 126, 127). 

8. If A. bequeaths a house held fora term of years to 
B., and appoints C. his executor, the term does not vest in 
B. until the executor has assented to the bequest; the legal 
dominion over the term for the purpose of the payment of 
the testator’s debts remains in the executor until by such 
assent he has shown that the term is not required for that 
purpose. 

4, In an abstract of title to an advowson the deeds or 
other instruments dealing with the advowson itself, accom. 
panied by particulars of the presentations which have taken 
place during the period over which the title extends, should 
be stated,—such period is sixty years at the least, or during 
three incumbencies, not exceeding one hundred years. 

5. There is no very definite reason why sixty years has 
been assumed as the proper commencement of a title to the 
fee ; most persons who prepare conditions of sale of such 
property do not consider themselves bound by any such 
assumption. It is usual to state that sixty years is, having 
regard to the average duration of human life, a sufficient 
security that the person first mentioned as having conveyed 
was not a tenant for life merely. <A sixty years’ title is 
not necessarily a good title (Williams, R. P. 413). 

6. Where a title commences with a will, evidence should 
be afforded that the testator was in possession of the 
property devised ; the usual evidence would be declarations, 
receipt for rents, old leases, parish books, &c. (Prideaux, 
Conv. vol. I. 94). 

7. To disentail land held by copy of court roll, a simple 
conveyance by surrender is sufficient. Where there is a 
protector he must join in the surrender, and that fact be 
duly referred to on the rolls, or the protector may consent 
by a separate deed, which also should be entered on the 
court rolls (Williams, R. P. 336). 

8. The usual conditions of sale by trustees of a leasehold 
house should contain a provision that the purchasor should 
not be entitled to inquire into lessor’s title ; that the last 
receipts for rent, and for the premium on any policy of 
insurance in the manner required by the lease, should be 
taken as evidence that all the covenants in the lease had 
been duly performed; and that the trustees respectively 
should not be required to enter into any covenant except 
against their own individual acts and defaults. 

9. A husband cannot by settlement, ante-nuptial or 
otherwise, secure his property to himself for life, or until he 
shall became bankrupt or insolvent, so as to defeat his 
creditors. Such a settlement would be void as against the 
policy of the bankrupt laws. 

10, A lease can be granted by parol for any term not 
exceeding three years if the rent reserved amount to two 
thirds of the improved value of the lands let (29 Car, 2, c. 
3, 8. 1). 

11. When land is settled upon trust for sale, and the 
trusts are declared by a separate deed, the conveyance in 
trust for sale should contain powers of leasing until the sale 
takes effect, and should also contain a power to the trustees 
or trustee for the time being to give receipts for purchase- 
money, and a proper power to appoint new trustees when 
necessary. 





12, A security on land may be effected by a deposit of 
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tho deeds for that purpose with or without a memorandum 
in writing—or by a mere agreement to charge without such 

it, but this would be easily lost in favour of a purchaser 
for value without notice—or the property may be charged 
by a deed declaring the charge, but not actually conveying 
the property. as is usual in mortgages (See 23 & 24 Vict. c. 

5, Part IT.). 

tt “ Tackog” a security means the enforcement of the 
rights of a first mortgagee, not only for the purposes 
securing his rights as such first mortgagee, but also for 
the purpose of securing moneys due to him in respect of 
advances made on the security of the same property without 
notice of an intervering second mortgagee. “ Tacking” 
may also take place where a third mortgagee lends without 
notice of a second mortgage and afterwards can procure a 
transfer of the first mortgage (Williams, R. P. 405). 

14. If A. by deed settles land on B. for life, remainder 
to A.’s right heirs, and A. by will settles the reversion on 
C. for life, remainder to C.’s first and other sons in tail 
male, and dies leaving B. and C., and D. (C.’s eldest son) of 
age living, and then C. and D. wish to disentail, they may 
do so if they have anything to disentail, and B. would not 
bea necessary party. The reason is, that B. is a stranger 
to the settlement supposed to be created by A.’s will. 

15, Land is settled to A. for life, remainder to B. in fee ; 
B. dics in A.’s lifetime, before the Succession Duty Act, 
and devises the reversion to trustees in trust for sale, the 
money to be held in trust for B.’s wife for life, and after 
her death for his children. A. dies after the passing of the 
Succession Duty Act, and thereupon the life interest of 
B.’s wife becomes liable to succession duty. The reasons 
are that a “ succession ’’ then takes place within the mean- 
ing of the said Act (16 & 17 Vict. c. 51, s. 2). 


III.—Equiry AND PRACTICE OF THE CouURTS. 
(By Gee, Kenrick, Esq., Solicitor.) 

1, The different modes of adducing evidence in a suit in 
Chancery with a view to the hearing of the cause are— 

(a) By affidavits—now required to be printed. 

(b) By ex parte depositions taken before an examiner. 

(c) By cross-examination on affidavits or depositions 
taken in court. 

(d) By viva voce examination and cross-examination in 
court on issues approved by the Court—where a 
replication has been filed, and it is thought proper 
so to do. 

2, A plea as distinguished from an answer is a state- 
ment of fact or combination of related facts raising a single 
point of law, and which in the view of the defendant if 
stated in the bill would have made it demurrable. 

An answer consists of a statement of the facts on which 
the defendant relies for his defence, and also his replies by 
way of discovery to the interrogatories of the plaintiff where 
interrogatories have been filed. 

A demurrer differs from an answer in that it contains no 
statement of facts or reply to interrogatories, but merely 
calls for the judgment of the Court on the case stated by the 
plaintiff. 

3. Itis usual to say that the Court will relieve against acts 

done under a mistaken notion of fact, but not of law but 
there are cases in which the Court will give relief against 
acts of the latter kind (sce Re Saxon Life Assurance Com- 
pany, 25. & H. 412.) 
_ 4. A dill of interpleader is a bill filed by a plaintiff who 
is subject to or threatened with litigation by the respective 
defendants, but who himself claims no interest in the 
subject-matter. Such bill prays that the defendants may 
determine their rights by litigation inter se. 

5. Executors or administrators under the provisions of the 
13 & 14 Vict. c, 35, s. 19, as amended by 23 & 24 Vict. c. 
$8, s, 14, may obtain an order for taking an account of the 
debts and liabilities of the testator or intestate in a sum- 
mary way, upon a motion or petition of course, or by a 
summons in chambers, and whon the accounts have been 
taken and the proper advertisements for creditors and 
claimants have been issued, the executors or administrators 
are protected in the distribution of tho estate against all 
claimants who do not make their claims as required by the 
advertisements. 

6. A suit on behalf of an infant or married woman is com- 
menced by filing a bill in their names by a next friend. 
A written consent to act as fext friend must be filed at the 
same time as the bill. 

7. The decree of a Court of Equity for the payment of 
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a sum of money may be enforced by attachment or by 
ji. fa. 

8. The object of enrolling a decree of a Vice-Chancellor 
or the Master of the Rolla is generally to prevent a re- 
hearing by way of appeal by the Lord Chancellor or the 
Court of Appeal in Chancery. The only appeal against an 
enrolled decree lies to the House of Lords. 

9. If real estate be conveyed by A. for payment of his 
debts generally, no creditor being a party or privy to the 
deed, the conveyance, until it has been communicated to the 
creditors or some of them, and they have altered their posi- 
tion in consequence, will be treated as voluntary, and a pur- 
chaser for valuable consideration, even with notice, who 
takes a conveyance will have the bettter title. 

10. If a parent with a power of appointment over a 
fund for the benefit of his children appoints to one upon 
an understanding that the child shall lend him the appointed 
fund, the appointment will be void as a fraud on the 


power. 

11, If real estate be directed by a will to be sold and con- 
verted into money and the proceeds distributed among 
several persons, and one of them dies in the lifetime of 
the testator, the share of the deceased (unless it comes with- 
in the exception in the Wills Act, 1 Vict. c. 26) will lapse, 
and the lapsed share will be taken by the testator’s heir-at- 
law as undisposed of by the will (4chroyd v. Smithson, 1 W. 
& T. L. C). 

12. Trustees having power to invest their trust-funds 
upon Government securities or upon railway stock funds or 
securities, or any of them, may invest in Bank Stock, East 
India Stock, Exchequer Bills, and £2 10s. per cent. Annui- 
ties, and upon mortgage of freehold and copyhold estates 
respectively in England and Wales, as well as in Consols. 
Three per Cent., Reduceds and New Three per Cents. (23 & 
24 Vict. c. 38, s. 12; G. O. Feb. Ist, 1861). 

13. If a trustee does not invest trust money which it was 
his duty to have invested, but lets it lie-idle at a bank 
without making any profit by it, he will be liable to pay 
interest at 4 per cent. to his cestwi que trusts. 

14. A mortgagee of personal cha:tels by way of pledge 
may sell the chattels, if they are not redeemed by the 
pledgor after reasonable notice. If the mortgage is by 
deed, as an ordinary bill of sale, it contains a power of sale, 
which may, of course, be exercised without a foreclosure. 

15. A Court of Equity will entertain a bill for the 
specific delivery of chattels when the chattels in question 
have a special value and the loss of them would not be 
adequately compensated by the recovery of damages, or 
where a fiduciary relation exists between the possessor and 
the owner. 

IV.—Bankrvptcy AND PRACTICE OF THE CouRTS, 
(By Ggo. Kenrick and T. Parry Jonss, Esqs.) 

1. To be a bankrupt, technically speaking, is to have 
committed ax act of bankruptey, and in consequence liable 
to have a petition filed for adjudication, but in common 
ma it generally means to have been adjudicated a 

ankrupt. ‘ 

2. A declaration of insolvency by a non-trader is an act 
of bankruptcy (24 & 25 Vict. c, 134, s. 72). 

3. The statutes 12 & 13 Vict. c. 106, and 24 & 25 Vict. c. 
134, enable a debtor to file a petition against himself pre- 
viously to the passing of the former statute; there must have 
been a petitioning creditor in every case of bankruptcy. 

4. Ifa trader is insolvent, but has not commit an act 
of bankruptcy, and a creditor wishes to make him a bank- 
rupt, the latter must make an affidavit that he has deli- 
vered particulars of his demand to the trader, with notice 
requiring immediate poms, the trader is then summoned 
to appear before the Court to admit the demand, or 
to swear he believes himself to have a good defence 
to such demand, in which case, if ordered by the 
Court, he enters into a bond with sureties to pay the 
amount recovered against him, but if he admits the demand 
and doves not satisfy the creditor within seven days after 
tiling such admission, he commits an act of bankruptcy on 
the eighth day, provided a petition for adjudication be tiled 
within two calendar months from the filing of the crediter’s 
affidavit. 

5. Immediately upon an adjudication of bankruptcy, the 
bankrupt’s property vests in the ollicial assignee, and upon 
the appointment of the creditors’ assignees the property is 
devested out of the official assignee, and vested in the 





creditors’ assignees, 
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6. The title of the assignees to the property of the bank- ; 


tupt takes effect as from the act of bankruptcy, but as re- 
gards persons acting Jona fide without notice of the act of 
bankruptcy, the filing of the petition 1s substituted for the 
act of bankruptcy (12 & 13 Vict. c. 106, s. 133). 

7. Ifa tradesman pays a debt in the ordinary course of 
business after commission of an act of bankruptcy, his 
assignees cannot recover the money so paid if the person 
receiving the money act bona fide, and has no notice of the 
act of bankruptcy (12 & 13 Vict. c. 106, s. 133). 

8. The property which a bankrupt holds as a trustee is 
not affected by his bankruptcy, but such bankruptcy is a 


sufficient ground for petitioning the Court of Chancery to ! 


appoint a new trustee, and this must be taken subject to 
the order and disposition clauses. 

9. The assignees are not entitled to any property except 
that of the bankrupt, but the Court can make an order for 
the sale of any property which the bankrupt at the time 
he becomes bankrupt shall, by the consent and permission 
of the true owner thereof, have in his possession, order, or 
disposition. 

10. Until goods sent off to a buyer on credit have actually 
reached the consignee, the seller has a right, in the event of 
the buyer becoming bankrupt, to retake them if the price 
is unpaid: this is termed the right of stoppage in transitu. 

11. If a mortgagor become bankrupt his equitable 
mortgagee can obtain an order to sell the mortgaged 


property, and if after the sale there is a deficiency he | 


oan prove for such deficiency, otherwise he cannot prove 
without giving up his security or having it valued. ° 

12. A debt contingent at the time of the bankruptcy to 
be paid at a future time may be valued by the Court on the 
application of the creditor, and the amount so ascertained 
may be proved for (Act of 1849, s. 177). 

13. If a creditor has assaulted a bankrupt, and at the date 
of the bankruptcy an action is pending for the assault, the 
creditor must prove for his debt, and the bankrupt can pro- 
ceed with his action without any interference on the part of 
the assignees. The assault only creates a personal right to 
unliquidated damages. 

14. Acovenant by a bankrupt to keep up a policy of as- 
surance on his own life is proveable under the bankruptcy, 
and therefore the bankrupt is relieved from all further pay- 
ments (24 & 25 Vict. c. 134, s. 153). 

15. Every deed of composition, assignment, and inspec- 
torship, entered into between a debtor and his creditors, or a 
trustee on their behalf, shall be binding on all the creditors 
as if they had duly executed the same, if a majority in num- 
ber, representing three-fourths in value of such creditors 
whose «lebts respectively amount to £10 or upwards, shall in 
writing assent to the deed; and provided the following 
things are done—the execution by the debtor, attested 
by a solicitor, the deed registered within twenty-eight 
days of its execution by the debtor, or such extended 
time as the Court shall allow, and that there be 
also filed an affidavit as to the necessary assents and 
the value of the property comprised therein, and imme- 
diately on the execution thereof by the debtor possession of 
the property be given to the trustees, and the require- 
ments of the late Act as te advertising and carrying in ac- 
counts must also be complied with. Also, after the adjudi- 
cation, ifin any meeting of creditors a majority in value of 
the creditors then omen shall decide that no farther pro- 
ceedings shall be taken in bankruptcy, the meeting shall be 
adjourned for fourteen days, and in the meantime notice of 
the resolution shall be given to every creditor; then the 
Majority in number representing three-fourths in value of 
the creditors present at such adjourned meeting can resolve 
that the proceedings in bankruptcy shall be suspended. 


V.—Camuat Law AND PRrocegepINcs BEForE Maais- 
TRATES. 

(By Geonce Kenrick and T. Parry Jones, Esqs.) 

1. Larceny may be defined as the wrongful or fraudulent 
taking and carrying away of the personal goods of another 
with a felonious intent to convert the same to the taker’s own 
use, aud to make them permanently his own property with- 
out the consent of the owner. 

2. A person capable of discerning between good and evil 
wilfully killing, with maliceaforethought, express or implied, 
a reasonable creature in being and under the King’s peace, 
is guilty of the crime of murder, 

- Manslaughter is the unlawful and felonious killing of 
another withont any malice express or implied. 


4. By 11& 12 Vict. c. 42, magistrates are required tg 
| caution the prisoner, and then any statement he may make 
, will be taken down in writing and may be given in evideneg 
against him upon his trial. 

5. Thestatute 6&7 Will. 4, c. 114, first permitted prisoners 
tried for felony to be defended by counsel. This has singe 
been extended to all prisoners. 

6. A writ of error lies for every substantial defect 
appearing on the face of the record, but no such writ lieg 
upon a summary conviction, and only in judgments in caseg 
me recorded actions according to the course of the common 
aw. 

7. Any person forging or altering an instrument, or offer. 
ing, uttering, disposing, or pufting off such instrument, 
knowing the same to be forged or altered, and with intent 
to defraud, constitutes the crime of forgery. 

8. A prisoner may be tried for forgery either in the county 
where the forgery is committed or in the county where the 
prisoner is apprehended or is in custody. 24 & 25 Vict. ¢, 
98, s. 41, permits a prisoner to be tried in the county where 
he is apprehended or is in custody. Previously to this 
statute every prisoner must have been tried where the of- 
fence was committed. 

9. A misdemeanour is an indictable cffence not amount. 
ing to felony. Perjury, libel, conspiracy, and assault are 
the principal offences within the description of misde- 
meanour, 

10. Conspiracy is an agreement between two or more 
persons to do an unlawful act or do a lawful act by un- 
lawful means. 

11. In cases of treason magistrates cannot admit to bail, 
In indictable misdemeanours it is imperative upon them to 
de so, except in cases of obtaining money upon false pre- 
tences, pejrury, subornation of perjury, and concealment of 
birth, in which cases, as well as in all cases of felony, the 
justices may exercise their discretion. 

12. A justice on addressing an accused person, after 
having taken the evidence, shall read the depositions taken 
against him, and shall then state to the accused that he has 
nothing to hope from any promise of favour and nothing to 
fear from any threat which may have been holden out to 
him to induce him to make any admission or confession. 

13. An accessory to a felony before the fact may be con- 
victed of and punished for a substantive felony, whether the 
principal shall or shall not have been previously convicted 
(24 & 25 Vict. c. 94, s. 2). 

14. Perjury is punishable at common law with fine and 
imprisonment, and by 2 Geo. 2, c. 25, and 20 & 21 Vict. 
c. 8, a person convicted of perjury may be sentenced to 
penal servitude for a term not exceediug seven years. 

15. A child cannot be convicted of felony if he is under 
the age of seven years. 


QUESTIONS FOR THE INTERMEDIATE EXAMI- 
NATION. 
Hilary Term, 1869. 
I.—From Curry on Contracts, 

1. Give a definition, and state the requisites of a simple 
contract, as distinguished from a contract under seal. 

2. What is the meaning ofa good, and a valuable con- 
sideration respectively, and state the effect of each as regards 
its being available to support deeds and simple contracts 
respectively ? 

3. What are implied contracts? and give instances of 
them. 

4. In what cases is it necessary that a simple contract 
should be in writing ? 

5. For what contracts is an infant liable, and what is the 
liability of others who contract with infants ? 

6. Does the sale of a specific chattel pass the property to 
the vendee without delivery ? is there any difference when 
the sale is on credit? and upon whom does the loss fall, in 
the case of the destruction of the thing sold, by accidental 
fire, after a sale, and before delivery ? 

7. What is the law as regards recovering back won 
paid on an illegal contract, first, whilst it is executory, 
second, after it has been executed ? 


IL.—From W1111aMs on Tue Paincipies or THE Law oF 
Rea Prorerry. 
8. What was the object of limiting estates to trustees to 
support contingent remainders; and why are such limita- 





tions now discontinued ? 
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9, What is “waste,” and what are the remedies of the 
ymainderman against the life tenant for the commission 


te ? 
10, What is a valuable consideration ? 
11. What is the longest period for which land can be 
settled, supposing it to be incumbered with debt ? 
12. What is the meaning of the word “ executory,” 
and by what instrumentality can an executory interest 


? 

wn. How do you frame the will of a copyholder so as to 
gable his trustecs to sell his copyholds without taking 
admission ; and in such a case who may the Lord require to 
be admitted ? 

14. Does an estate, held for one thousand years, if A. and 
B.so long live, pass to the next of kin, or to the heir-at- 
law of an intestate ? 


UL—From J. W. Sairu’s Manvan or Equity Junispru- 
DENCE. 

15. If executors by mistake pay legatees before all the 
testator’s debts are paid, in what position do the legatees 
stand towards the creditors ? 

16. If an advowson be mortgaged, and the living becomes 
yacant prior to a foreclosure of the mortgage, who is 
entitled to present to the living. 

17. If, after adecree to account has been made in a credi- 
tor’s suit against an executor, other creditors take proceed- 
ings at law against the executor, what is the proper course 
of proceeding by the executor ? 

18. If part of the property of a partnership firm consist of 
afreehold estate, and one of the partners dies intestate, will 
his share of the real estate belong to his heir-at-law or per- 
sonal representative ? 

19. On the termination of an executorship, or trusteeship, 
isthe executor or trustee entitled to have a release under 
seal from the cestuis gue trust 2 

20. If a mortgagee becomes the absolute owner of the 
equity of redemption of the mortgaged estate, what is the 
effect upon the mortgage debt,—i.e., does the equitable 
merge in the legal estate, or is the mortgage still kept alive 
as an incumbrance on the estate, distinct from the ownership 


it 
21. What is the effect of a decree of judicial separation 
on the rights of a married woman to property ? 


TV.—Book Keerrine. 

22. Describe, briefly, the uses of the following books, 
used by traders for keeping their accounts by single 
entry :—day book; invoice book ; cash book; bill book. 

23. The like question as to ledger ; account book ; stock 
book; warehouse book. 

24. A. B, a wholesale trader, sells to C. D. goods at two 
months’ credit, and at the end of this time receives the 

rice. Give, in detail, the entries which A. B, should make 
in his day book, invoice book, cash book, ledger and ware- 
house book. 

25. What is the meaning of debtor and creditor at the 
head of the cash book ? 

26. What is the meaning of debtor and creditor at the 
head of each account in the ledger ? 





ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS. 
Hitary Term, 1869. 


The following days have been appointed for the admission 
of attorneys in the Court of Queen's Bench :— 
Saturday ......... Jan, 30 | Monday ........ Feb. 1 





ADMISSION OF SOLICITORS. 


The Master of the Rolls has appointed Monday the Ist 
of February, 1869, at the Rolls Court, Chancery-lane, 
at four o'clock in the afternoon, for swearing in solicitors. 

Every person desirous of being sworn in on the above 
~ must _— = common law admission or his certificate 

‘or the current year at the secretary's office, 
Rul-yard, Chancory-lany on or before Saturday, the 30th 
‘anuary, 

The papers of those gentlemen who cannot be admitted 

at common law till the Ist day of February, 1869, will be 
at the secrotary's office up to twelve o'clock at 
aa that day; after which time no papers can be re- 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


SOCIAL SCIENCE ASSOCIATION. 
Tue Iyns or Covrr. 

On Monday evening a paper was read by Mr. John 
Scott, of the Inner Temple and the Northern Circuit, on 
“The Inns of Court, their functions and privileges,” be- 
fore the Jurisprudence Section of the Social Science Asso- 
ciation, the Honourable G, Denman, Q.C., M.P., being in 
the chair. 

Mr. Scott began by saying that the Royal Commission, 
which sat on the subject in 1855, had recommended certain 
important reforms in the management and constitution of 
the Inns of Court, but that none of the recommendations 
had been carried into effect. It was then pointed out that 
the Inns held certain property with a present aggregate 
income of £57,000 a year, on certain trusts, namely, the 
accommodation, entertainment, and education of the students 
and barristers; and that their existence as voluntary societies 
possessed of the important monopoly of electing or rejecting 
all applicants for the degree of barrister-at-law, ought to 
depend on the due performance of those trusts. Their per- 
formance of the various functions or duties was then exam- 
ined in detail, The result was as follows. More and better 
accommodation for residence in the Inns might be afforded 
to the members. The halls and kitchens are not put to 
a proper use, they being only used for about a third of the 
year, notwithstanding the complaints of the members of the 
Ions. The utility of the excellent libraries is much curtailed 
because they are opened too late and closed much too early.* 
Finally, no guarantee of intellectual fitness for professional 
work can be presumed from the; title of barrister-at-law, 
owing to a want of systematic instruction and examination. 
After thus showing that the trusts were not duly performed 
the writer pointed out that the present government of the 
Inns was too cumbrous, and was composed of gentlemen 
with other business to attend te, and who were not paid for 
their services, and he then proposed the two following 
changes :—1. That for educational purposes the Inns of 
Court should be formed into a University where degrees 
should be conferred as the result of study in the law and sub- 
sequent examination. 2. That for the purposes of internal 
government, the funds of the Inns should be amalgamated 
and the management and disposal of the whole placed in 
the hands of a representative board, elected by all the mem- 
bers of the Inns of Court. The reading of the paper was 
followed by a protracted discussion, in which Mr. Webster, 
Q.C., Mr. Dilke, M.P., Mr. Ffoulkes, Mr. Clark, Mr. F. 
Hill, Mr. Theobald, and other gentlemen took part. The 
chairman then addressed the meeting, and expressed him- 
self in favour of some change in the present government 
and constitution of the Inns, it being his opinion that “ the 
existing Inns are of little use in discharging the functions it 
was originally intended that they should discharge.” The 
proceedings terminated with the usual vote of thanks. 





LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

The question discussed last Tuesday at the meeting of 
this society at the Law Institution was No. 171 jurispru- 
dential :—* Should the goods of a lodger be protected from 
a distress for rent levied by the superior landlord ?” which 
was opened by Mr. Turner, and decided in the affirmative 
by a majority of six. Thirty-one members were present, 
Mr. Widdows presided. 

An arrangement has been entered into between this and 
the Liverpool Law Students’ Debating Society for the ex- 
change of reports, question papers, Kc. 

Mr. John Roberts, a member of this society, obtained the 
Clifford's Inn prize at the final examination held last 
Michaelmas Term, 





SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION, 


The Principal and Ancients of the Honourable Society of 
Clement's Inn have presented a donation of ten g uineas to 
the funds of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association, accom- 
panied with an intimation that in addition they will be an- 
nual subscribers of three guineas, 





* The hour of closing the Inner Temple Library has at length 
been altered to 6 p.m. 
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ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS. 


NOTICES OF ADMISSION. 
Easter Term, 1869. 
The clerks’ names appear in small capitals, and the attorneys to whom 
articled or assigned follow in ordinary type.) 

Ascrort Ronert.—William Ascroft, Oldham. p 

Asugripce, Jonn.—Samuel Prentice, 238, Whitechapel- 
road. 

Asxey, Frepertck Day.—John Wintringham, Great 
Grimsby. 

Bapuam, Harry ALExANDER.—George Badham, Tewkes- 
bury. 

ee 1g Tuomas CravcuTon.—Robert Elliott Pannett, 
Whitby ; Braylesford Harry Beedham, Kimbolton. 

BERKELBY, Comyns WILLIAM Latewarp.—Comyns Rowland 
Berkeley, South-square, Gray’s-inn. 

Boron, THomas Henry.—Dyne & Harvey, 61, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields. 

Brapiey, Georce, jun—George Bradley, Castleford. 

Brrerrey, Henry.—Robert Jackson, Rochdale. 

Burrows, Frepertc ABERNETHY.— Robert Brotherson 
Upton, 20, Austin Friars. 

Caste, Spencer.—Henry Thompson, Grantham. 

Crarke, Hersert Onstow.—Cyril M. M. Rawlins, 29, 
Coleman-street. 

Cocke.L, Epwarp Meyrick.—Francis William Arkcoll, 190, 
Tooley-street, Southwark. 

Coturns, James Duppa.—James Bowker, 6, Bedford-row, 

Coorer, Freperick Brernarp.—Samuel Herbert Cooper, 
Newcastle-under-Lyme. 

Cornet, JAMES ANDREWS.— William Charles Luard, Cardiff. 

Cowpe.Lt, Henry Smitru.—Alfred Burton Cowdell, 26, 
Budge-row, Cannon-street; Frederick Charles Steggall, 
Weymouth; Alfred Burton Cowdell, 26, Budge-row, 
Cannon-street. 

Craic, Cuaries JAmMEs.—Alexander Samuel Craig, Shrews- 
bury. 

Danie, Wittram Nartuanrer ArnoLp.—George Alfred 
Daniel, Frome. 

Davmson, James Henry.— Septimus Davidson, 22, Basing- 
hall-street. 

Davies, Joun.—John Rebert Griffith, Llanrwst. 

Davy, Wiuuam Henry.—Joseph Sparkes, Crediton; 
Thomas Rawle, 1, Bedford-row. 

Drxance, JoserH.— William George Moore, Lincoln. 

Epmunps, Georce Ricuarp.—Alfred Sayers Edmunds, 11, 
St. Bride’s Avenue. 

FLeminc, ALBERT.—James Heather, 17, Paternoster-row. 

Frenxe, Gzorce Epcar—Bartle John Laurie Frere, 28, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Frrex, Rosert Hosxrxs.—IIenry Hooper Fryer, Coleford. 

Gatioway, Wituiam Cuaries,—John Moxon Clabon, 21, 
Great George-street. 

Gaxsvtr, CuartesJames.—John Alderton Bush, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne. 

Garpner, Samver Wricut.—William Forster Batt, Aber- 
gavenny. 

Greenve, Witi1am.—James Barratt, Warrington; John 
Fitchett Marsh, Warrington. 

Guirrix, Hersert Joun.—George Whitcombe, Gloucester. 

Haustoye, Artuur.—Charles Richards Steuard, Ipswich. 

Hatt, Saver Atrrep.—William Skilbeck, 34, Bedford- 


row. 
H se Tuomas Henry.-—John Hawley Edwards, Shrews- 
ury. 
JENNINGS, GeonGE Joseru.—John Weston Morris, Moorgate- 
_ Street-chambers, and 5, Finsbury-circus. 
Kewney, Stantey.—George Kewney, North Shields. 
Lvcas, Lionet Ricuarp, jun.—William Allison, Louth. 
Mrraas, Epwarv.—John Henry Kays, 2, New-inn. 
Moore, James Lorp.—Francis Marriott, Manchester. 
Moxcan, William.—John Parry James, Denbigh; Georze 
Kenrick, 16, King-street, Cheapside. 

More, Joun Hvunpex.—John Michael Morris, Moorgate- 
street-chambers ; Richard Townson, 5, Finsbury-circ us. 
ta Atrrep.—Charles Martin Wade, Saffron Wal- 

en. 
wom Frepenick Frrz,—Frederick Andrew Payne, Tiver- 
n. 
Piant, Atrrep RowLanp.—Robert Baxter Lowndes, 4, 
Adam’s-court, Old Broad-street. 





Pyxe, Epwarp Grorce.—Frederick Sumner Irving, 43 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields. . 

Rawiines, Epwarp Bamzy.—Cornelius Thomas Saunders, 
Birmingham. 

Reep, Henry.—Albert Besant, Portsea. 

RenvEtL, Witi1aM Francis.—Robert Francis, Newton 
Abbot. 

Rivineton, CHaRLEs Ronert.—Charles Rivington, 1, Fen. 
church-buildings. 

Ronerts, Freperick.—James Girdlestone, 18, New-street, 
Spring Gardens; John Harward, Stourbridge. 

SaunpERS, ALBERT—Henry Graham Stokes, 18, Bennet’s. 

ill. 


Smrru, Atrrep.—Henry Verrall, Brighton. 

Smiru, Wituram Samvet.—George Henry Smith, York; 
George Chapm.n, 24, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Sruszs, Witi1AM.— Willian Hirst, Boroughbridge ; Edward 
John Layton, 2, Suffolk-lane, London. 

Supsury, Joun Jackson.—William Emerson Chapman, 
Horbling. 

Surciirre, Joun.—John Molesworth, Rochdale. 

Tesss, Henry.—James Peter Piper, Bedford. 

TuimpieBy, THOMAS WILLIAM.—Thomas Thimbleby, Spilsby; 
Thomas Loughborough, 23, Austin Friars; James Par. 
kinson Taylor, 28, Great James-street. 

Tuomrson, Henry JAMEs Joun.—Thomas Thompson, Lan- 
caster. 

Tuompson, Ricuarp ‘Trinniswoop.—Richard  asterby, 
Preston. 

WEATHERHEAD, JAMES THoMAS.—Thomas Beard, 10, 
Basinghall-street. 

WessTER, CHARLES,—Thomas Cree, jun., 13, Gray’s-inn- 
square. 

Wits, Cuarites Smyru.—Thomas Falkner Allison, Louth; 
William Allison, Louth. 

Wuu1ss, Davin Toropore.—Edward Scott, Wigan ; Ed- 
ward Scott, Wigan. 

Wutson, Ricnarp Botron.—John Bolton, Kendal. 

Wiyy, Wirturam Epmunp Mercatre.—George Winn, jun, 
Askrigg ; James Coates Sowerby, Stokesley. 

Wisurr, Lionen Wit11amM.—Thomas William Keenley- 
side, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Winter, WiLL1AM.— William Esdaile Winter, 16, Bedford- 
row, Henry William Trinder, 1, Crown-court. 

Woop, Atrrep Joun.—William Wood Pontefract ; Maskell 
William Pearce, Wigan; William Savile Wood, Ponte- 
fract. 

Woop Ricuarp Bayuirre.—Alfred John Keary, Chippen- 
ham ; James Henry Street, 6, Raymond’s-buildings, Gray's 
inn. 

Wooparr, WitiiamM, jun.—Francis Leach, 10, Lancaster- 

lace, Middlesex. 

Waricut, Frepertc Roserr.—Edmund Kell Blyth, 10, St. 
Swithin’s-lane, London. . 


Easter Term, 1869, pursuant to Judge’s Orders. 
Brook, Atrrep Bartron.—Abel Tillett, Norwich. 
CHAMBERS, JAMES.—John Watson, Durham, 

Jones, Morris Paterson,—Morris Charles Jones, Liverpool. 
Jones, WiLLIAM Cuar.Es.—Herbert Walter Nelson, Grace- 
church-street. 

M’Queen, Grorce Brewis.—George Brewis, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne ; John Gibson Youll, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Payne, Wituiam Grirrriy.—Samuel Martin Beale, Wor- 

cester. 
Suipman, JoHN GRrEENWOoD.—Robert Metcalfe, 4, Furni- 
val’s-inn. 








The Pall Mall Gazette quotes the following passage from 
theChurch News, as acurious illustration of the view which 
the Ritualists take of the purity of judicial functions, and the 
sort of recompense to which they deem themselves entitled for 
their energetic support of the Conservatives at the elections :— 
“ Whatever the Tory papers, whether daily or weekly, may think 
of the Cairns’ judgment, there can be no doubt that it has made 
Orange Toryism, as represented by that mushroom Peer, stink 
in the nostrils of all English catholics. These latter have 
been cleverly duped, but we doubt if they are likely to be duped 
again. Having put forth their strength—neither mean nor ul- 
worthy of consideration—in order to support constitutional prin- 
ciples and to back up the Tory party at the last election, 
they now find themselves insulted, snubbed, damaged, and di- 
vided through the scandalous one-sidedness of two ex-Tory 
Chancellors.” 
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, 43, COUNTY COURTS’ ADMIRALTY JURISDICTION. | 
An Order in Council has been issued under the County Courts’ Admiralty Jurisdiction Act, 1868 (31 & 32 Vict. ¢. 71). 
ders, in o Order ey issued, nominating the Courts which ave to have Admiralty jurisdiction (printed supra 170), 
in the following particulars :— 
vton ‘Name of the Court The Districts of County Courts which are to be, for Admiralty 
‘ appointed to have Admiralty Purposes, the District of the Court, the name of 
‘en. Jurisdiction. which is printed in the First Column. 
eet, . 
The County Court of Glamorgan- | The County Court of Glamorgan holden at Neath and Swansea; the 
t's. shire holden at Swansea. County Court of Carmarthenshire holden at Llanelly and Carmarthen. 
For The County Court of Carmarthen- | The County Court of Carmarthenshire holden at Carmarthen and New- 
( shire holden at Pembroke. castle-in- Emlyn; the County Court of Pembrokeshire holden at Nar- 
.. berth, Pembroke, and Haverfordwest ; the County Court of Cardigan- 
’ shire holden at Cardigan and Aberaron. 
ard (ae chit ter 
The County Court of Glamorgan- ber County C —— b em wae at Neath and Swansea; the 
an 2 - shire holden at Swansea. ‘ounty Court of Carmarthenshire holden at Llanelly. 
, SupstiTUTE The County Court of Carmarthen- | The County Court of Carmarthenshire holden at Carmarthen and New- 
shire holden at Carmarthen. castle-in- Emlyn; the County Court of Pembrokeshire holden at Nar- 
berth, Pembroke, and Haverfordwest; the County Court of Cardigan- 
Y; shire holden at Cardigan and Aberaron. 
’ 
Te 
‘ ° 
COURT PAPERS. RAILWAY STOCK. we 
? CHANCERY EASTER VACATION. = — ie 
0, Whereas by the fifth of the Consolidated General Orders | Stock | Bristol and Exeter w....sssssssssersseeeree 100 76 
of the High Court of Chancery, rule 4, article 1, it is pro- —- Gone eed eine wlan % te = po 
\- vided that the Easter Vacation is to commence and termi- | Scock | Great Eastern Oedinary Stock pute 100 at 
ch de ‘hane s stock} Do., East Anglian Stock, No.2 .., 100 
eee ee Sars os the Tord Chonceier shall every yout | Soe | Galaeaee oe 100 1073 






specially direct. Now I do hereby order that the Easter | Jiock | “Do., A Stock® 2.10 
Vacation for the present year shall commence on Thursday, | stock | Great Southern and Western of Ireland 100 99 
ccoces! | 





















































' the 25th day of March next, and terminate on Saturday, | Stock | Great Western—Original ......000-.00 100 50 
the 8rd day of April next, both days inclusive, and that | 10ck| Do., West Midland— Oxford... ..... = -~ 
this order be entered and set up in the several offices of | Stock | Lancashire and Yorkshire ... 100 1294 
this court. (Signed) Harnerzey, C. Stock | London, Brighton, and South Coast...... 100 52: 
PAE hae Be stock | Lordon, Chatham, and Dover................ 100 174 
SPRING ASSIZES. Stock a -_ Pea ae wc 100 116 
_ 7 Stock | London an Ubh-Western .........e0000e 100 89 
The following arrangement has been made:— Soom eae. Lincola......... 00 a 
° ° ‘ke G) 3 sce eeeceecsecesees seeseecees 
Home—Lord Chief Justice Cozkburn and Mr. Baron Stock | MiGlamd .,...cccc.cccceccocccncesseces cece 100 115 
Bramwell. e 7 ’ ‘ Stock}  Do.,BirminghamandDerby . 100 80 
Norfolk—Lord Chief Justice Bovill and Mr. Baron Pigott. | stock North British .ecsecsesesesesenees 100 32} 
Western—Mr. Justice Byles and Mr. Justice Montague | Steck | — sera Hera } i = 
Smith. Neda . Stock | South Devon ws... 100 44 
Oxford—Mr. Justice Keating and Mr. Justice Hannen. Stock | South-Eastern .. 100 81g 
Northern—Mr. Justice Lush and Mr. Justice Brett. el uo — “ mt ' 53 
Midland—-Mr. Justice Hayes and Mr. Baron Cleasby. sami x p UT VAC cere ccoreeceerees srssseceesecesseceseseeee | EU [1 
North Wales—Mr. Baron Channell. * A receives n0 dividend until 6 per cent. bas been paid to B, 








South Wales—Lord Chief Baron Kelly. 
Mr. Justice Mellor remains in town. 








INSURANCE COMPANIES. 














| Price 





































































i aie 7 No. of} Dividend | per 
The late opinion of the Privy Council in Martin v. Macko- | Shares} per annum Names. Shares. Paid. | share. 
nochie has been embodied in an Order in Council dated January re Pee er 
4th. A 50°0] 5 pe & bs} Clerical, Med. & Gen. Life 100 [10 0 0/2010 0 
Mr. Joseph Dodds, M.P. solicitor, the first member for the 4000] 40 pe & bs} County ... 9. wwe 100 10 00/85 0 0 
newly-created parliamentary borough of Stockton-on-Tees, was | 40000] 5 pe & bs} Eagle =. wu. wee 50 | SO 0} 617 6 
on Tuesday night entertained at a banquet in that town by his} |0v00} 7¢ 2s 6d pe so seman A Ne PR Bc 
gare who presented to him a sum of money which would ae fede ee A eth gente ring A Ba 7 a 
. . : 700] 5 per cent} Equitable Reversionary... 105 w (9 00 
lully reimburse him for the expense to which he had been put 4600] 5 percent] Do. New... . 2. 50 [30 0 0145 0 0 
Mm contesting the borough. 5000] 5& 3pshb| Gresham Lite ... .... 20 | 5 0 0} 
20000] 5 per cent{ Guardian ... oi «-» 100 [50 @ O51 5 9 
20000 .. |Home & Col. Ass.,Limtd. 50 | 5 0 0| res 
7500} 10 per cent} Imperial Life... «| 100 /10 0 O15 10 
PUBLIC COMPANIES. 60000] 6 ae cent| Law i ere, ee ee s 
10v00} 324 pr cent} Law Life ... ove es! 100 [10 0 0/88 10 
Lase Quoratron, Jan. 23, 1869. 10vu00} 10 percent} Law Union =... 10 | 010 0} O16 9 
(From the Official List of the actual business transacted.) 20000) 54 a 6d pe| Legal & General Life ... 50 |8 0 019 0 6 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 20000] 5 per cent] London& ProvincialLaw 50 | 417 8 410 0 
Sper Cont. Consols, 93$ Annuities, April, ’85 12} 40000} 10 pe & bs} North Brit. & Mercantile 50 |6 5 @17 0 0 
tto for Account, Feb., 93} Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 2000} 124 & buns} Provident Life ... -» §=100 [10 0 «0/38 0 0 
8 per Cent. Reduced, 933 Ex Bills, £1000, per Ct. 12 pm 63220] 20 per cent| Royal Exchange... .... Stock) All 1300 0 0 
New 3 per Cent., 939 Ditto, £500, Do 12pm — | Ogpercent|Sun Fire .. 1. oe ave |= All 00 
Do, 34 per Cent., Jan. ’94 Ditto, £100'& £200, 12 pm 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. 94 Bank of England Stock, 4 per| ~~ ae Cae ee eee 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’78 Ct. (last half-year) 244 
Annuities, Jan. ’80 — Ditto for Account, Money MArkktT AND City INTELLIGENCE. 
INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, The funds have moved upwards this week, showing consider- 
India Sti.,10}p Ct.Apr.'74, 211 xd) Ind. Enf. Pr., 5pC.,Jan.’72 110} | able steadiness. Foreign securities have not been very strong, 
Ditto for Account Ditto, 54 per Cent., May,’79 and have fluctuated considerably; the railway market has been 
Ditto 5 per Cent. July, °80 1124 Ditto Debentures, per Cent., tolerably firm, and the favourable result from the Brighton 
Ditto for Account, — April, 64 — x “ f stimul her li On the 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. ’88 1023 ‘ po. po.’5 per Cent., Aug. '73 1054 Company gave somewhat of a stim us to other lines. n the 
Ditto, tto, Certificates, ob. ‘Do. Bonds, 5 por Ct., £1000 22 pn, whole the week exhibits a marked improvement. 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. 914| Ditto, ditto, under £1000, 22 pm. The Royal Insurance Company have issued an almanack, 
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rather superior to the common run of insurance almanacks, and 
containing a good deal that is useful. 

An extraordinary general meeting of the Legal and General Life 
Assurance Society was held at the company’s offices, Fleet-street, 
on Tuesday. The proceedings were eonfined to the election of 
a director in the room of Mr. Serjeant Goulburn, deceased, the 
Lord Justice Giffard being unanimously elected to the vacant 

oftice. 








Tue Lanp Crepit or IreLtaNp Company.—At_ the 
Rolls’ Chambers, London, on Wednesday, before Mr. Hawkins, 
the Chief Clerk, an application was made in reference to 
the call of £43 per share made in this winding-up com- 
pany, and which it was alleged was necessitated by a large 
claim of Overend & Gurney being admitted by the Master 
of tbe Rolls. One shareholder was called upon to pay up- 
wards of £3,000, and he and others wished to print 4 the 
Lords Justices. A question was raised as to security for the 
calls, pending the appeal. Mr. Rainger, for a contributory, was 
willing to give security, and others thought that the time might 
be extended till after the appeal was heard. The Chief Clerk 
referred the matter to the Master of the Rolls. 








ESfATK EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
Jan. 20.—By Mr. Resins. 

Noble mansion, No. 17, Hyde-park-gardens, with possession—Sold for 
£9,160. 

Leasehold mansion, No. 111, Eaton square, with early possession—Sold 
for £8,100. 

Leasehold mansion, No. 5, Eaton-place—Sold for £5,000, 

The leasehold mansion, No. 114, Eaton-square, was bought in at the 
auction, but has subsequently been sold by private contract. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

EDMANDS—On Jan. 18, at Sutton House, Portsdown gardens, Maida- 
vale. the wife of Charles Henry Edmands, Esq., of a daughter. 

GODWIN—Oa Jan. i2, the wife of E, Douglas Godwin, Esq , Solicitor, 
Winchester, of a son. 

NISBET—On Jan. 18, at No. 28, Priory-road, Kilburn, the wife of Harry 
Curtis Nisbet, Esq., of a son. 

THORNTON—On Jan. 18, at 5, Upper Portland-place, the wife of Richard 
Thornton, E3q., Barrister-at Law, of a daughter, stil/born. 

MARRIAGES. 

SLEIGH—BIGNELL—On Jan. 15, at Christchureh, Turnham-green, 
Warner Sleigh, Esq, Barrister-at-Law, of the Middle Temple, to 
Emma Alice, daughter of 8. R. Bignell, of Stile Hall, Turnham-green 

DEATHS. 

ADAMS—On Jan. 20, Margaret, the wife of John Robinson Adams, 
Esq.. Solicitor, of Old Jewry-chambers, London, and College-gardens 
Dulwich, in her 32nd year. 

ARMSTRONG—On Jan. 15, at 29, Chester-square, Robert Baynes Arm- 
strong, Esq.,Q.C., aged 84. 

BROMLEY—On Jan. 16, at Pau, Clara FitzRoy, the wife of Thomas 
Bromley, of Stoke-park, Notts, and daughter of Sir FitzRoy Kelly, 
Lord Chief Baron of the Exchequer. 





Breakrast.—A Successron Exreaiment. —The “Civil Service Gazette’ 
has the following interesting remarks :—‘‘ There are very few simple 
articles of food which can boast so many valuable and important 
dietary properties as cocoa. While acting en the nerves as a gentle 
Stimulant, it provides the body with some of the purest elements of 
nutrition and at the same time corrects and invigorates the action of 
the digestive organs. These beneficial effects depend ina great 
measure upon the manner of its preparation, but of late years such 
close attention has been given to the growth and treatment of cocoa, 
that there is uo difficulty in securing it with every useful quality fully 
developed. The singular success which Mr. Epps attained by his 
home pathic preparation of cocoa has never been surpassed by any 
experimentalist. Far and wide the reputation of Epps’s Cocoa has 
spread by the simple force of its own extraordinary merits. Medical 
men of all siades of opinion have agreed in recommending it as the 
safest and most beneficial article of diet for persons of weak constitu- 
tions. This superiority of a particular mode of preparation over all 
others is a remarkable proof of the great results to be obtained from 
little causes. By a thorough knowledge of the natural laws which 
govern the operations of digestion and nutrition,and by a careful 
application of the fine properties of well-selected cocoa, Mr. Epps has 
provi our breakfast tables with a delicately flavoured beverage 
which may save us many heavy doctors’ bills. Itis by the judicious 
use of such articles of diet that a constitution may be gradually 
built up until strong enough to resist every tendency to disease. 
Hundreds of subtle maladies are floating around us ready to attack 
wherever there isa weak point. We may escaps many a fatal shaft 
by keeping ourselves we'l fortified with pure biood and a properl y 
nourished frame.”’ 





LONDON GAZETTES, 


EBinding-up of Fotnt stock Companies. 
Fripay, Jan, 15, 1869, 
Limtrep in CHANCERY. 

London Co-operative Commissariat (Limited).—Petition for winding-up 
presented Jan 13, directed to be heard before the Master of the Rolls 
on Jan 2, 
petitioner. 


Veacopp, Lime-street-chambers, solicitor for the 





mand 

Eondon, Italian, and Adriatic Steam Navigation Company (Limiteg)— 
The Master of the Rolls has, by an order dated Dec 15, appointed Paut 
Margetson, of Manning-street, Bermondsey, avd Sam] Ellis, 39, Lime. 
street, liquidators. Abrahams, O:d Jewry, solicitor for the 
liquidators, 

National Provincial Assurance Company (Limited).—Tetition for winding. 
up, presented Jan 14, directed to be heard before the Master of the 
Rolls on Jan 23. Lichfield & Burton, Scrjeants’-inn, Fleet-street, 
solicitors for the petitioner. J e 

Penr:n Granite Quarries Company (Limited) —-Petition for Winding-up, 
presented Jan 13, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor Maling. 
on Jan 22. Poole & Hughes, New-sq, Lincoln’s-inn, solicitors for the 
petitioner. , 

Trinidad Petroleum Oompany (1.imited).—Vice-Chancellor Malins has 
by an order dated Jan 11, ordered that the voluntary winding-up of 
the above company be continued. Ashurst & Co, Old Jewry, solicitors 
for the petitioners. i 

West India and Pacific Steam Ship Company (Limited and Reduced).— 
Petition presented to the Lord Chancellor on June 30 for reducing the 
eapital from £1,250,000 to £625,000, directed to be heard before Vice. 
Chancellor James, on Jan 23. Haigh & Co, Gracechurch-st, solicitors. 
for the company. 

STANNARIES OF CORNWALL. 

Wheal Norris Mining Company (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, pre~ 
sented Dec 31, directed to be heard before the Vice-Warden, at I8) 
Thurloe-sq, Brompton, on Jan 23 at 11, Affidavits intended to be 
used at the hearing, in opposition to the petition, must be filed at the 
Registrar’s office, Truro, on or-before Jan 20, aud votice thereof must 
atthe same time be given to the petitioners, their solicitors, or their 
agents. Hodge & Co, Truro. 


Tuespay, Jan. 19, 1869. 
Limirep In CHANCERY. 

Bankhall Oi! and Chemical Works (Limited and Redueed).—Petition 
for reducing the capital from £60,000 to £3 },000, ;.resented Jan 4, and 
the iist of creditors is to be made out for Feb 18. Lace & Co, Lpool, 
solicitors to the company. : 

Channel Steam Ship Company (Limited and Neduced).— Petition for 
reducing the capital from £240,000 to £80,000, pre-ented Jan 12, and 
the list of creditors is to be made out for Feb z7. Lace & Co, Lpool, 
solicitors to the company. 

USLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Birmingham Banking Company.—The Master of the Rolis has fixed Jan 
28 at 1.15 at his chambers, when and where he will determine whether 
William Henry McCreight shall be continued as sole liquidator, or 
whether a substitute shall be appoivted in the place of Edwin Laundy, 
who has resigned his office as official liqnidator. 


Hriendly Societies Dissolved. 
Faipay, Jan. 15, 1869. 
Old Beer Cub, Turk’s Head snn, Alcester, Warwick. Oct 13. 


Tuxspay, Jan. 19, 1869. 
Warings Green Friendly S$.ciety, Blue Bell Inn, Warings Green, Warwick. 
an 15. 


Cieditors under Estates in Chaucery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Farpay, Jan. 15, 1869. 
Eckford, Jas, St Helier’s, Jersey, Lieutenant-General. 


Feb 20. Hal- 
dane v Forrest, Y.C. James. 
Gunter, Thos Wm, Berkeley-sq, Middlesex. Feb8, Watkins v Matthews, 


V.C. Malins, 

Hopkins, Eliz, Clifton, Bristol, Spinster. Feb 20, Crowther v Bradney, 
V.C. James. : 

The ship Leichardt. Feb 8. Breslauer v Prowse, V.C. Malins. 

Wennington , Sarah, Pelsall, Stafford, Widow. Feb 8. Wright v Larkiz 
M. R. 


TvueEspay, Jan. 19, 1869. 
Carlton, Chas, Pelham-st, Brompton, Gent. Feb 16. Vaughan v Shailer 


M.R. 
Hemsley, Wm, Norton, Nottingham, Gent. Febi6, Hemsley v Boaler 


Jenkins, Wm, Swansea, Glamorgan, Victualler. Feb 13. Re Hughes, 
& others, V.C. James 
Lund, Wm Townend, Blackburn, Lancaster, Comm Agent. Feb 13. 
Townend r Lund, V.C. James. 
Perrin, Jas, Temple Cloud, Somerset, Gent. 
James. 
Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Farpay, Jan. 15, 1869, 
Annett, Edwd, Hampton, Middlesex, Gent. April 20. 
Martineau, King’s-rd, Gray’s-inn. 
Blackburn, Jas, Wormwovd-st, Merchant. Feb 10, Cox & Sons, Cloake 


Jane. 

Burgess, Feb 13. Nisbet & Co, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

Cousins, Saml, Oatlands-pk, Weybridge, Gent. Feb 1. Lewis, 


Cheapside. 
Cropper, Mary, Warrington, Lancaster, Widow, Feb 23. Beamont & 
Davies, Warrington. 
March 13, 


Dee, Wm, Settrington, York, Farmer. 


alton, 
Deane, Edwd Guy, Lpool, Gent. March 1, Deane & Bankes, Lpool. 
Earnshaw, Hy, Blackburn, Lancaster, Gardener. Feb 25. Pickop, 
Blackburn. 
Eyre, Thos, Worksop, Nottingham, Gent. April21. Branson & Coul- 
son, Worksop. 

Gardner, Ann, Lower Norwood, Licensed Victualler. Feb 15, Mar- 
tineau & Reid, Raymond-bldgs, Gray’s-inn. q 
= = Seo Highbury-grove, Gent. Feb 13, Nisbet & Co, Lincoln’s- 

n- 


Carttar v Perrin, V.C, 


Walker & 


Fras, Rich d, Tasmania, Gent. 





Simpson, New 
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Howell, Josezh, Bagillt, Flint, Engineer. Jan 30. Walker & Co 
hester. 
aoe, Hy, Egham, Surrey, Butler. Feb 18, Spiller, Egham. 
Marshall, Wm, West Hartlepool, Durham, Solicitor. March1. Raine, 
lington. 

iter, Rev Jchn Lees, Clifton Hall Retreat, Manch, Clerk. March 
9. Earle & Co, Manch. 

Mortimer, Wm, Thornhill-rd, Barnsbury, Victualler, Feb 13. Mar- 
tineau & Reid, Raymond-bldgs, Gray’s-inn. 

Newbery, Wm, Roman-rd, Islington, Publican. March 12. Goren, 
South Moltor-st, Oxford-st. 

palmer, Wm, Birm, Esq. Feb 27. Palmer & Co, Birm. 

Salusbury, Rev Sir Chas John, Llanwern, Monmouth, Rector. Feb 23. 
Barlow & Co, Essex-st, Strand. 

shore, Thos Goss, Devonshire-pl, Stoke Newington, Gent. Jan 30. 
Gray & Co, Raymond-bldgs, Gray’s-inn. 

siewart, Alex, Lauaceston, Tasmania, Gent. Feb 13. Nisbet & Co, 
Lincoln’s -inn-fields. 

s, Wm, Wenlock-rd, City-rd, Stone Merchant, March 3!. Davis, 

jun, Charles-sq, Hoxton. 

Williams, Harriett, Biggleswade, Bedford, Widow. March 16. Hur- 
ford & Tvylor, Furnival’s-inn. 

TuesDaY, Jan. 19, 1869. 

Bland, Jas, Lancaster, Butcher. March}, Johnson & Tilly, Lancaster. 

Brooke, Edwa Basil, Katon-sq, Major-General. March 1. Austen & Co, 
Raymend-bldgs, Gray’s inn. 

Corner, Mary, Seaton Carew, Durham, Widow. March 1, Strover & 
Hopper, West Hartlepool. 

Dawson, Catherine, Kingston-upon-Thames, Surrey, Spinster. Feb 28, 
Wilkinson & Howlett, Bedford-st, Covent-garden, 

Eason, E.iz, Claike-st, Stepney, Widow. Feb 29, Holt & Son, 
Guildford-st. 

Fielding, Wm, Manch, Joiner. Jan 30. Hogg, Manch. 

Fillingham, Geo, Devonshire-st, Portland-pl, Outfitter. March 1, Sam - 
son & Co, Finsbury -circus. 

Galt, Joseph, Southsea, Southampton, Esq. March 1. Binateed & 
Elliott, Portemouth. 

Harnett, Harriett, otherwise Overstone, Walton-villas, Chelsea, Spin- 
ster. March 1. Allen & Son, Carlisle-st, Soho-sq. 

Henderson, Eliza, Wilton-villa, Hammersmith rd, Widow. March 31, 
Goren, South Molton-st, Oxford-st. 

Johnson, John Edwd, Russell-sq, Esq. March 25. Clutton, Serjeant’s- 
inn, Fleet-st. 

Mocatta, Esther, Blomfield-rd, Maida-hill, Spinster, March 1, Samp- 
son & Co, Finsbury-circus. 

Smith, Clara Scott, Gloucester-st, Queen-sq, Spinster. Feb 20. Bar- 
low & Co, Essex-st, Strand. 

Sutherland, Robt, Bath, Somerset. Feb20. Bailey & Co, Burners-st. 

Walsh, Geo Nelson, Prameote, Nottingham, Gent. Feb6. Ingleby & 


Co, Birm. 
Wootton, Edwd, Elsich, Salop, Farmer, April 15. Lloyd, Ludlow. 


Geeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
Faipay, Jan. 15, 1869. 

Alien, Edwd, & Sam! Wagstaffe, Glossop, Derby, Paper Stainers. Dec 
16. Comp. Reg Jan I4. 

Anstice, Chas Augustus, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Furniture Dealer. Dec 
19. Asst. Reg Jan 13. 

= Joseph, Manch, Timber Merchant. Dec 19. Asst. Reg 
an 13, 

Bennett, Joseph Jeffrey, Gt Yarmouth, Norfolk, Contractor. Dec 15. 
Asst. Reg Jan 12. 

Breach, John Robt, Arnold’s-ter, Hackney, Fibre Manufacturer. Dec 
22. Asst. Reg Jan 12, 

a John, Bristol, Licensed Victualler. Jan 7. Comp, Reg 
an 14. 

Br +" Alex Cook, Truro, Cornwall, Draper. Dec 21. Asst. Reg 
‘an 15, 

Capea, Wm, Marlborough, Wilts, Butcher. Dec 9, Asst. Reg 

Dearden, Geo, Manch, Draper. Dec 19. Comp. Reg Jan 13. 

Duguid, Wm, Westbourne-park-pl, Porchester-sq, House Agent. 

23. Comp. Reg Jan 12. 
my. — Wm, Bournemouth, Hants, Draper. Dec 17. Asst. 
g Jan 14. 

Fordham, Thos, Sheffield, Stonemason. Decll. Asst. Reg Jan 12. 

a ean Shevington, Lancaster, Farmer. Deo 18. Asst. Reg 
lan 14. 

Furness, Robt, Bingley, York, Draper. Dec 19, Asst. Reg Jan 15. 

—— res Wm, Cradley Heath, Stafford, Grocer. Dec 14, Asst. 
eg Jan \4. 

Hemblen, Edwd Thos, Buckingham-st, Strand, Grocer. Dec 16. Asst. 


‘an 12, 

Speke, Jas, Dudley, Worcester, Shoe Dealer. Dec 19. Comp. Reg 
an 15, 

—, sae mage, Hedley, Northumberland, Draper. Jan 9. Comp. 


: ‘an 14. 
Jones, John, Beulah, Brecon, Shopkeeper, Nov 26, Asst. Reg Jan 15. 
King, Horatio Nelson, Bath, Somerset, Lessee. Dec 19, Asst. Reg 


an 4, 
Knight, Geo Ebenezer, jun, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Seedsman. Dec 
30. Comp. Reg Jan 11. 
Lister, Joseph, & John Marriott, Batley Carr, York, Woollen Man ufac- 
turers. Dec 18. Asst. RegJan 15. 
Loyd, Hy, Richmond, Surrey, Chemist. Jan 1. Comp. Reg Jan 12, 
Lucas, Jas, Stone, Stafford, Mercer. Dec 8. Asst, Reg Jan 12. 
at, Jas, Pendleton, Lancaster, Joiner. Jan 12. Comp. Reg 
Martin, Hy, Birm, Grocer. Dec 21. Comp. Reg Jan 12, 
Mc _ Jas, & Mary McMahon, Leeds, Grocers. Jan 1. Comp. Reg 


an 12, 

Otershaw, Walter, Harewood-sq, Marylebone, Clerk. Jan 1. Comp. 
an e 

_ Geo, Christehureh-st, Cholsea, Builder, Dec 3. Comp. Reg 





Pemberton, Edwd Thos, Warrington, Lancaster, Brewer. Dec 17. 
Comp. Reg Jan 13. 
Redfern, Thos, Manch, Grocer. Nov 20. Asst. Reg Jan 13. 
Rodgers, John, Willington, Durham, Innkeeper. Dec 11. Asst. Reg 
Jan 14, 
os ~r% Peter Lorenso, Allington-st, Tailor. Dec 13, Asst. Reg 
an 14, 
Shaw, John, Wycombe-ter, Horusey-rd, Fishmonger. Jan 4. Comp. 
Reg Jan 12. 
—a Princes-st, Leicester-sq,Gunmaker. Decl8. Comp. Reg 
an 13. 
Sneath, Chas, Grantham, Lincoln, Butcher, Dec 15. Asst. Reg Jan 15. 
Spragg. Mary Ann, Trevor-ter, Knightsbridge, Spinster. Nov 6, Comp. 
Reg Jan 14. 
Stier, Fredk, Mere, Wilts, Watchmaker. Dec 7. Comp. Reg Jan 14. 
Whitehart, Wm Hy, Landport, Southampton, Currier. Dec 19. Asst. 
Reg Jan 14, 
a Robt, Newport, Salop, Beerseller. Dec 18. Asst. Reg 
an 14. 
Tuespar, Jan. 19, 1869. 
Bessell, Chas, Warmley, Gloucester, Flock Manufacturer. Dec 22. Comp. 
Reg Jan 18. 
Chorley, Fras, sen, Exeter, & Wm Paramore Chorley, Montague rd, 
Dalston, Gentlemen. Dec 9. Comp. Reg Jan 15. 
— Walter, Queen’s-ter, Surbiton, Draper. Dec 18. Comp. Reg 
an 16. 
Crawshaw, Thos, & Jas Snape. Woolfo!d, Lancaster, Cotton Manufac- 
turer. Dec 22, Comp. Reg Jan 16. 
Dunk, ae Chas, Oakfie'd-rd, Penge, Builder. Dec 16. Comp. Reg 
Jan 14. 
Fairbrother, Geo, Heywood, Lancaster, Cotton Dealer, Jan 12. Asst. 
Reg Jan 18. 
Fouracre, Wm, Bristol, Tea Dealer. Dec 21. Asst. Reg Jan 16. 
Fuller, John, Manch, Shoe Manufacturer. Jan 7. Conp. Reg 


Jan 18. 

Garbutt, Thos, West Hartlepool, Durham, Grocer. Dec 21. Comp. Reg 
Jan 19. 

Goff, Joseph Chas, Trafalgar-rd, Greenwich, Clothier. Dec 30. Comp. 
Reg Jan 18. 

Goodman, Alfred, & Wm Jas Goojman, Amelia-row, Spa-rd, Bermond- 
sey, Leather Dressers. Dec 22. Asst. Reg Jan 19. 

Meson, Wie Durdham Down, Bristol, Grocer. Dec 26. Asst. Reg 
Jan 19. 

Hughes, Roderick, & Thos Vaughan, Treherbert, Glamorgan, Grocers. 
Deci6. Comp. Reg Jan 5. 

Jackson, Jesse Egerton, Tranmere, Chester, Grocer. Jan 16. Comp. 
Reg Jan 19. 

Jannings, Wm, Oxford-street, Laceman. Dec2l. Asst. Reg Jan 16. 

Leapman, Lewis, Lombard st, Dealer in Jewellery. Jan il. Comp. Reg 


van 15. 
Lowood, Wm Abraham, Birm, Licensed Victualler. Dec 2. Asst. Reg 


Jan 15. 
— Wn, Brierley-hill, Staffora, Potter. Jan 11. Comp. Reg 
an 18. 
McCrea, Jas, jun, Wellington, Salop, Draper. Jan 2, Asst. Reg 
Jan 16, 
McCrea, Andrew, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Draper. Jani. Asst. Reg 
Jan 15. 
Middleton, Wm, Essex-rd, Ironmonger. Dec 26. Comp. Reg Jan 16. 
Mills, Wm, Chester-pl, Plumstead, Builder. Dec 13. Asst. Reg 
Jan 15. 
Neyroud, Benedict, Newcastle-st, Strand, Boarding-house Keeper. 
an6. Comp. Reg Jan 15. 
Rouch, Edwin, Canons Marsh, Bristol, Engineer. Dec 18. Asst. Reg 
Jan 16. 
Samuel, Josepb, Ipswich, Suffolk, Master Mariner. Dec2i. Asst. Reg 
Jan 18. 
Savage, Edwd, Old Kent-rd, Currier. Dec 22. Comp. Reg Jan 16, 
Stapleton, Hy Rouse, Ramsgate, Kent, Draper. Dec 24. Asst, 


Jan 18. 

Verrall, Chas, Chatham, Kent, Ironmonger. Dec 28. Comp. Reg 
an . 

Walker, Hannah, Piccadilly, Confectioner. Dec 31. Comp. Reg 
lan 18. 

Williams, Eliz, Orchard-st, Portman-sq, Milliner. Nov 27. Asst. Reg 


Jan 15. . 
Wilshaw, Geo, St ~ met Clerkenwell, Leather Merchant. Dec 16. 


Asst. Reg Jan 18. 
— Geo, Hare-st, Woolwich, Publican. Dec 23. Comp. Reg 
an 15. 


Bankruypls. 
Fripar, Jan 15, 1869. 
To Surrender in London. 

Beasley, Alfred Hedges, Hillingdon, Middlesex, Millwright. Pet Jan 
12, Roche. Jan25 ati. Salaman, St Swithin’s-lane. 

Brown, Fredk Edmund, Brunswick-st, Hackney-rd, Chandler’s Shop- 
keeper. Pet Jani2. Roche. Jan 27 ati2. Pittman, Guildhall- 
chambers, Basinghall-st. 

Courtenay, Wm Hy, Hounslow, out of business. Pet Oct 9. Murray. 
Jan 25atll. Chidley, Old Jewry. 

Cove, Stephen Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Jan 12 (for pau). 
Roche. Jan 27 at1!. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Debnam, Joseph, Kirby-st, Hatton-garten, Manufacturer. Pet Jan 1}, 
Jan 27 at 1: Harrisor, Basingha)l-st. 

Dinsdale, Jas Thos, Catherine-st, Strand, no occupation, Pet Jan 9, 
Feb 1 at 12. Dowse & Darville, Lime-st-chambers. 

Emmons, Jas, Pitsea, Essex, out of business. Pet Jani3, Feb 8 at 
12. Peverley, Gresham-bidgs, Basinghall-st. 

Evans, Saml, Marlborough-st, Blackfriars-rd, out of business. Pet Jan 
ll. Pepys. Jan 29atl2. Neale, Kennington-pk-rd. 

Gabriel, Bendix, & Albert Gabriel, Hackney-rd, Boot Manufacturers. 
Pet Jan 13. Fepys. Jan 29 at2. Murray, Gt St Helen's. 

Gardiner, Jonathan, Stradbrooke, Suffolk, out of business. Pet Jan 12. 

pys. Jan 29at1l. Storey, King's-rd, Bedford-row. 

Gibling, Wm Hy, East India-rd, Poplar, Carpenter. Pet Jan 12. Roche. 
Jan 27 at 1. Nicholson, Coleman st. 
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Gregory, Geo, Church-rd, Teddington, Contractor. Pet Jan 12. Pepys. 
Jan 29 at 1. Hicklin, Trinity-sq, Borough. 

Hendey, Leon, Prisoner for Debi, London. Pet Jan 12 (for pau). Roche. 
Jan 27 at1. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Howell, Ebenezer Warwick, Cr: sier-ter, Homerton, Builder. Pet Jan 
12, Jan 27at2. Pittman, Guiidball-chambers, Basinghall-st. 

Johnstone, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Jan 11 (for pau). 
Pepys. Jan29at 12. Kimberley, Scott’s-yard, Cannon-st. 

Lampe, Johannes Louis, & Marzaret Christie, Woodford, Essex, Pro- 
prietors of a School. Pet Jan 13. Pepys. Jan 29at2. Stackpoole, 
Pinners-hall, Old Broad-st. 

Langridge, John Thos, Nortbfleet, Kent, Licensed Victualler. Pet Jan 
1l. Murray. Jan 25 at |. Peverley, Gresham-bldgs, Basinghall-st. 

Laraman, Thos Edwd, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone, Pet Jan 13. 
Pepys. Jan 29 at2. Lewis & Co, Old Jewry. 

Lee,Saml, Colchester, Essex, Coach Builder, Pet Janll. 

Hawkins & Co, Chancery-lane. 

Leonard, Wm, Kilburn, Timber Merchant. PetJan9. Pepys. Jan 29 
at il. Halse & Co, Cheap :ide. 

Magarigle, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Jan 1! (for pau). 
Roche. Jan 27at 12. Kimberley, Scott’s-yard, Cannon-st. 

Miles, Wm Brown, Monkwell-st, Dealer. Pet Jan 8. Feb 3 atl. 
Biggenden, Walbrook. 

Morris, Mary, Broadway, Stratford, Newsvendor. Pet Jan 12, Feb 8 
at ll. Layton, Navarino Cottaze, Bow-rd. 

North, Charlotte Fras, Strand, Perfumer. Pet Jan 12, 
29at!. Goatley, Bow-st, Covent-garden. 

Pearson, Hy, High-st, Poplar, Furniture Dealer, Pet Jan 7. 
atl2. Wood, Basinghall-st, 

Pet Jan 14, 
Jan 27 at 2. 


Feb3 at 2. 


Pepys. Jan 


Jan 27 
Pickworth, Jas, Mincing-lane, Colonial Agent. Marray. 
Jan 25 at 12, Mote, Walbrook. 
Pinder, Fredk, Tottenham, Grocer. 

poole, Pinners-hal!, Old Broad-st. 

Pitt, Wm Hy, Wood-st North, King’s-sq, Comedian. Pet Jan 12. 
Roche. Jan 27 at 12. Steadman, London-wall. 

Ranwell, Wm Chas, Cowper-st, Finsbury, Packing Case Maker. Pet 
Jan 4, Roche, Jan 27 at12. Dobie, Gresham-st. 
Redfern, Chas, New Bridge-st, Blackfriars, Coal Factor. Pet Jan 13, 

Murray. Jan 25 atl, Stephens & Langdale, Bedford-row. 

Richardson, Wm Christopher, Cla erce-st, Islington, out of business. 
Pet Janil. Roche, Jan27 at ll. Rigby, Basinghball-st. 

Russell, Jane Anne Catherine, Upper Porchester-st, Hyde-park, 
Widow. PetJanll. Roche. Jan27at12. Lawrence & Co, Old 
Jewry-chambers. 

Simmons, John, Southsea, Hants, Milliner. 
Reed & Co, Gresham-st. 

Snoad, Wm, Gt Yarmouth, Norfolk, Grocer. 
Jan‘iatl. Storey, King’s-rd, Bedford-row. 

Stevens, Jas Fras, Trinity-st, Rotherhithe, Clerk. Pet Jan 11. Roche. 
Jan 27 at ll. Biddles, Soutu-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Stokyis, Woolfe Mieyers, Church-st, Woolwich, Tailor. Pet Jan 12, 

Pet Jan Il. 


Pet Jan 1}, Stac- 


Pet Jan9, Jan 27 at 2. 


Pet Jan 15. Murray. 


Feb 8 at 11. Newman, Bucklersbury. 

Thompson, Edwd, Longwick, Buckingham, Publican. 
Roche. Jan 27 at ll. Cox, St Swithin’s-lane. 

Turpin, Geo, & Hanvah Turpin, Clemence-st, Burdett-rd, Limehouse, 
out of business. Pet Jan 13. Pepys. Jan29 at 2. Steadman, 
London-wail, 

Twyman, Wm, Sutheriand-sq, Walworth, Commercial Traveller. Pet 
Jan tl. Roche. Jan 27 at 1!. Ward, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Ward, Thos, Edmund’s-ter, Portobello- rd, Notting-hill, Stone Mason. 
Pet Jan 13. Roche. Jan z7atl!. Drake, Basinghall-st. 
Wernham, Jas, Mile End-rd, Furniture Dealer. Pet Jan 8. 

Jen 28at2. Goatley, Bow-st, Covent-garden, 
Weston, Neilson, New Kent-rd, out ofbusiness. Pet Jan 11. 
at 2. Pittman, Stamford st, Lambeth. 
Winks, Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Jan 13 (for pau). 
Jan27 atl. Nash, Arlington-st. New North-rd. 
Winstanley, Decimus, Prisoner tor Debt, London, Pet Jan 12. Pepys. 
Jan29atll. Reep, Finsbury-circus. 
To Surre:.der in the Country, 
Anderson, Christopher, Totterdown, Somerset, out of business. Pet 
Jan tl, Wilde. Bristol, Jan 27 at 11. Benson & Elletson, Bristol. 
Baldwin, Sharpe, & Wm Corker, Leeds, Shoemakers. Pet Jan 8. 
Leeds, Feb 1 at 11. Simpson, Leeds. 

Beale, John, Neath, Glamorgan, Grocer. Pet Jan 12. Wilde. 
Bristol, Jan 27 ati}, Thomas, Neath. 

Biggin, Joshua, Sheffield, Cuilery Manufacturer. Pet Jan 12. Rodgers. 
Sheffield, Jan 27 atl. Micklethwaite, Sheffield, 

Blissett, Jas, Dudley, Worce-ter, Plumber. Pet Jan 11, 
Birm, Jan 29 at 12. Stokes, Dudiey. 

Blossom, John, Sheffield, out of business. Pet Jan 8. 
Sheffield, Jan 27 at 1. Binney & Son, Sheffield. 

Boon, Wm, Congleton, Innkeeper. Pet Jan 9. Latham. 
Jan z3atll, Redfern, Leek, 

Booth, Ephraim, & Geo Booth, Halifax, York, Woollen Manufacturers. 
Pet Jan7. Leeds, Feb | at il. Norris & Foster, Halifax. 

Bowen, Richd, Ludlow, Salop, Painter. Pet Jan 12. 
Ludlow, Jan 20 at 10. Bowls, Ludiow. 

Bowman, Joseph, Birm, Grocer. Pet Jan 12. Guest. Birm, Jan 29 at 
10. Fallows, birm. 

Butterworth, Lawrence, Prisoner for Debt, Manch. Pet Jan 6 (for 
pau). Kay. Manch, Jan 26 at 9.30. Walzasley, Manch. 

Broadrick, Jas, Porteus, Middlesbrough, York, Hairdresser. 
Pet Janil. Crosby. Middlesbrough, Jan 25 at 11.15. Bainbridge, 
Middlesbrough. 

Browne, Martin, Tranmere, Chester, Attorney-at-Law. Pet Jan 11. 
Wason. Birkenhead, Jan 25 at 10. Anderson, Birkenhead, 

Carr, Robt, Amble, Northumberland, Joiner. Pet Jan 12. Wilson. 
Alnwick, Jan 28 at il. Smith, Alnwick, 

Chambers, Robt, Lpool, out of business, Pet Jan 12. 
Jan 27 at3. Hixon, Lpool. 

Cheldon, Edwd, South Molton, Devon, Farmer. Pet Jan 12. 
South Molton, Feb | at 10. Shapland, South Molton. 

Coleman, John, Coliumpton, Levon, Dairyman. Pet Jan 13. 
Tiverton, Jan 28 atll. Burrow, Collumpton. 

Collins, John Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Winchester. 
Howard. Portsmouth, Jan 30 at 12. Caamp, Portsea. 


Pepys. 
Jan 27 
Roche. 


Tudor. 
Wake. 


Congleton, 


Williams. 


Hime. Lpool, 
Crosse, 
Daw 
Adj Dec 15. 





Cook, Sarah, Wednesbury, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Adj Jan 1) 
Ciarke. Walsall, Feb 22 at 12. 
Counsell, Sam], Pendleton, Lancaster, Contractor. Pet Jan }, 
Fardell. Manch, Jan 26 at il. Marsiand & Addieshaw, Manch, 
Crook, Geo Thos, Little Amwell, Hertford, Licensed Victualler, 
Pet Jan 11. Spence. Hertford, Jan 28 at 12. Foster, Hertford, 
Crossley, Anthony, Preston, Lancaster, Cotton Mill Manager. PetJan 
11. Myres. Preston, Jan 26at12. Plant & Abbott, Preston. 
Culley, John, Preston, Manch, out of employ. Pet Jaull. Uppleby, 
Lincoln, Jan 28 at ll. Harrison, Lincoln. 
Warbyshire, Jas, York, Butcher. Pet Jan1l. Perkins. York, Jan 97 
atll. Young, York. 

Draper, Edwd, Pagham, Sussex, Licensed Victualler. Pet Jan 11. 
Sowton. Chichester, Jan 27 at 11. Titchener, Chichester. 

East, Johu, Sheffield, Horse-corn Dealer. Pet Jan 13. Wake, 
Sheffield, Jan 27 at 1. Binney & Son, Sheffield. 

Eaton, Thos, Bolton, Lancaster, Fish Dealer. Pet Jan5. Macrae, 
Manch, Jan 28 at 11. Winder, Bolton. 

Edmonds, John, Burton-on-Trent. Pet Jan 13, Hubbersty, Burton- 
on-Trent, Feb 3 at 11. Stevenson, Burton-on-Trent. 

Evans, Wm, Gloucester, Foreman toa Plumber. PetJanll. Wilde, 
Bristol, Jaz 27 at 11. Smith, Gloucester. 

Farrall, Patrick, Cardiff,Glamorgan, Publican, Pet Jan 11. Langley, 
Cardiff, Jan 256 at 11, Solomons, Cardiff. 

Fielding, Rubt, Oidham, Lancaster, Corn Miller. Pet Jan 11. Fardell, 
Manch, Feb 1 at 12. Storer, Manch. 

Fuke, John, Prisoner for Debt, Devon. Adj Jan 12. Exeter, Jan 27 
at 12. 

Gale, Simeon, Salway Ash, Dorset, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Jan 13, 
Templer. Bridport, Jan 26 at 12. Day, Bridport. 
Gordon, Jas, jun, Gateshead, Durham, Tar Distiller. Pet Jan 12, 
Gibson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Jan 29 at 12. Daglish & Stewart, 

Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Green, Joseph, Brewood, Stafford, Grocer. Pet Dec 50. Brown, 
Wolverhampton, Jan 25 at 12. ‘Turner, Wolverhampton, 
Hamilton, Hy, Carbrook, York, Puinter. Pet Jan 9. Wake, 
Sheffield, Jan 27 at 1. Roberts, jun, Sheffield. 

Harraway, Edwd, Marlborough, Wilts, Fishmonger. Pet Jan 9, 
Merriman. Marlborough, Jan 30 at 12. Goulter, Hungerford. 

Hesketh, Wm, Accrington, Lancaster, out of business. Pet Jan 12, 
Fardeli. Manch, Jan 26 at 11. Smith & Boyer, Manch. 

Hodgson, Saml, Carlisle, Baker. Pet Jan 8. Halton. 
27 at 11. Wannop, Cariisle. 

Houghton, Stephen, Farnworth, Lancaster, Butcher. Pet Jan 12, 
Holden. Bolton, Jan 27 at 10. Dawson, Bolton. 

Hucknall, Thos, Nottingham, Dealer in Shoddy. Pet Jan ll, 
Patchitt. Nottingham, Feb 24 at 10.30. Cranch, Nottingham. 

Hudson, Wm, Salop, Heybridge, Manager of Ironworks. Pet Jan 12. 
Tudor. Birm, Jan 27 at 12. Rowlands, Birm. 

Kemp, John Carey, Exeter, Timber Dealer, Pet Jan 14. 
26 at 11. Campion, Exeter. 

Longshan, Saml, Runcorn, Chester, Licensed Victualler. 
22. Nicholson. Runcern, Jan 29 at 12. Wood, Kuncorn. 

Lunn, Isaac, West Gorton, Manch, Brickmaker. Pet Jan9. Fardell. 
Manch, Jan 27 at t!. Sutton & Elliott, Manch. 
Madeley, Wm, Walsall, Stafford, Grocer. Adj Jan 11. Clarke, 
Walsall, Feb 22 at 12. ; : 
Mann, Hy Barons, Woburn-bldgs, Euston-3q, Veterinary Chemist. 
Pet Dec 10. Dudley. Oxford, Jan 30 at 10. Thompson, Oxford. 
Martha, Ignatius Augustus de Santa, Prisoner for Debt, Davon. Adj 
Jan 12, Exeter, Jan 28 at 12,30. 

Mertens, Hy, Leeds. out of business, Pet Jan 4. Marshall Leeds, 
Jan 26at 12. Pullan, Leeds, 

Norris, John, Frodesley, Salop, out of business. Pet Jan 12. 
Shrewsbury, Jan 30 at 1l. Broughall, Shrewsbury. 

Pointer, Lenj, Ely, Cambridge, Horse Dealer. Pet Jan 12. 
Ely, Jan 2s at 11. Cross, Ely, 

Parker, Geo, Birm, out of business, Pet Jan 13. Guest. 
29 at 10. Rowlands, Birm. 

Pearson, Leonard Tuttiet, Lpool, Ink Manufacturer. Pet Jan Il. 
Lpool, Jan 27 at 1!. Etty, Lpool. 

Ransom, Jas Robt, Chevington, Suffolk, Carpenter. Pet Jan ll. 
Collins. Bury St Edmunds, Jan z8 at 10. Walpole, Beyton. 

Reis, Jonas, Lpool, Builion Merchant. YPet Jan 12. Lpool, Jan 25 

t Samnell, Lpool. 

Riehards, Jas, Newport, Devon, Saddler. Pet Jan 13. 
Barnstaple, Jan 29 at 12. Thorne, Barnstaple. 

Richardson, John, Nottingham, Tailor. Pct Jan 12. Tudor. 

Pet Jan U. 


Carlisle, Jan 


Exeter, Jan 
Pet Dec 


Peele. 
Hall. 


Birm, Jan 


Bencraft. 


Birm, 
Jan 26 at ll. Belk, Nottingham. 
Rudkin, Richd Cole, Whissendine, Rutland, Butcher. 
Hough. Oakham, Feb 4 at 12. Law, Stamford. 
Scholes, John, Hipperholme, Halifax, out of business. Pet Jan 13. 
Rankin. Halifax,Feb 2 at 10. Storey, Halifax. 
Smith, John, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Carpenter. Pet Jan 4, 
Brown. Wolverhampton, Jan 25at 12. Stratton, Wolverhampton. 
Smith, Wm, Westhromwich, Stafford, Farmer. Pet Jan 13, Hill. 
Birm, Jan27 at 12. Watson & Topham, Westbromwich, 
Smith, Peter, Stoke-upon-Trent, Stafford, Beerseller. Pet Jan 9. 
= Keary. Stoke-upon-Trent, Jan 30 at 11. Tennant, Hanley. 
Stevens, John, Bottisham Lode, Cambridge, Publican. Pet Jan 12. 
Button. Newmarket, Jan 27 at 10. Bye, Soham. 
Stockwell, Mark, Cheriton, Kent, Labourer. Pet Jan 11. 
Folkestone, Jan 27 at 3.30. Minter, Folkestone. : 
Storey, John Bolam, Prisoner for Debt, Durhim. Adj Oct 15. Gib- 
son. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Jan 26 at 12, Hoyle, Newcastle-upon- 


Brockman. 


'yne. 
Telley, Jas, Windlesham, Surrey, Flour Miller. Pet Jan 13. Gregory. 


Chertsey, Febl at ll. Spiller, Egham. 

Wade, John, & Robt Pick, Leeds, Masons, Pet Jan 13. Marshall. 
Leeds, Jan 26 at 12. Ferns, Leeds. ’ 

Wadsworth, Wm, Bradford, York, Innkeeper. Pet Jan 11. Bradford, 
Feb 9 at 9.15. Hill, Bradford. 

Walker, Wm Kempson, Newmarket St Mary, Suffolk, Trainer of Race 
liorses. PetJan 12, Button. Newmarket, Jan 27 at 10. York, 
Newmarket. 

Walsh, John, Halifax, York, Hosier, Pet Janil. Rankin. 
Feb 2 at 10, Jubb, Halifax, 


Halifax, 
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hn, Pangbourne, Berks, Grocer. Fet Jan 12. Collins. 
Wiswr if, Jan 30 at 11, Siooombe, Reading. 
Tvuespay, Jan. 19, 1869, ) 
To Surrender in London. | 


abbott, John, Marlborough-rd, Chelsea, Cheesemonger. Pet Jan 15. ; 
Morray. Feb 1 at ll. Pullen, Cloisters, Temple. 
dolphus Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Jan 12 (for 


Abarrow, A’ , 

). Brougham. Feb 8at12. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Allinson, Wm Saml, Prisoner for Debt, London. PetJan 12. Feb 8 
at ll. Green, Ironmonger-lane. 

Thos, Pelham-st, Brick-lane, Chair Maker, Pet Jan 15. Feb 

fat. Hicks, Strand, . 7 

pladon, Wm, Boscombe-rd, Uxbridge-rd, Victualler. Pet Jan 15, | 
Pepys. Feb4 atl. Plews & Co, Mark-laue. 

Bray, Horatio John, Nelson-pl, Kew-bridge, outof business. Pet Jan 
15. Murray. Feblatl2, R..& CO, Bastard, Brabant-ct, Philpot- ; 

e. 

suas. Jesse, Newhaven, Sussex, Farm Bailiff. PetJani5. Feb 
gat. Munton, Gt James-st, Bedford-row. 
wson, Wm, Leighton Buzzard, Bedford, Journeyman Carpenter. 
Pet Jan 14. Feb8atl. Brown, Basinghall-st. 

Elliot, Wm, Seward-st, Engineer, Pet Jan 13. Feb8 at 12. Hols- 
worth, Bush-lane. 

Enderson, Hy John, Devonshire-st, Lisson-grove, Grainer. Pet Jan 13. 
FebSati2. Peverley, Gresham-bldgs, Basinghall- st. 

Fish, Fredk, St John-st-rd, Clerkenwell, Working Jeweller. Pet Jan 
M, Murray. Febtatll. Laing, John-st, Bedford-row. 

Frampton, Robt Christopher, Cloudesley-rd, Barnsbury, out of busi- | 
ness. Pet Jan 16. Pepys. Feb4at1l. Cleobury, Cheapside. 

Hames, Geo, Roman-rd, Mile-end, Coal Agent. Pet Jan 12. Pepys. 
Jan 29 at 12. Goatley, Bow-st, Covent-garden, 

Hemsley, John, Monkwell-st, Glove Manufacturer. Pet Jan6. Feb 3 
at 1. Biggenden, Walbrook. 

Hoare, Sam], jun, Arms-pl, Hornsey-rd, Builder. Pet Jan 15. Pepys. 
Feb 4at 12. Noon & Co, New Broad-st. 

Lewis, Jon, Nicholas-st, New North-rd, Hoxton, Bricklayer. Pet Jan 
12, FebSat 11. Godfrey, Hatton-garden. 

Macgregor, John Nugent, Arundel-st, Strand, no occupation. Pet Jan 
ll. Pepys. Jan 29 at 12. Nind, Basinghall-st. 

Morton, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Jan 13 (for pau). Pepys. 
Feb4at 12. Watson, Basinghall-st. 

Palmer, Edwd Richd, Durham-pl, Seven Sisters-rd, Builder. Pet Jan 
16, Murray. Feb | atl. Plunkett, Gutter-lane. 

Polak, Jas Alex, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Jan 14 (for pau). 
Martay. Feb 1 at 11. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Price, Joseph, Church-st, Camberwell, Tailor, PetJan 12. Pepys. 
Jan 29 at 1. Mott, Paternoster-row. 

Reeves, Wm Fras, Dulwich-rd, Brixton, Stone Mason. Pet Jan 11. 
Feb 3 at 2, Edmunds, St Bride’s-avenue, Fleet-st. 

Rich, Harry, Cheshunt, Hertford, Wheelwright. Pet Jan 16. Mur- 
ray. Febl atl. Dobie, Greshamest. 

Salavy, Gabriel, Union-ct, Old Broud-st, Merchant. Pet Oct 30. 
Pepys. Feb4 ati]. Ashurst & Co, Old Jewry. 

Sale, John, Lamb st, Spitalfields, Earthenware Dealer. Pet Jan 16. 
Murray. Feb 1 at12, Long, Pitfield-st, Hoxton, 

Smith, Fredk, Clarendon-ter, Lewisham High-rd, Merchant. Pet Jan 
12 Feb 8 at ll. Davies, Moorgate. 

Stancomb, Geo Perkins, Colem an-st-bldgs, Moorgate-st, Comm Agent. 
Pet Jan 14. Pepys. Feb 4 atll. Norton, Gt Swan-alley, Moor- 


gate-st. 

ern Prisoner for Debt, Norwich. Adj Janl4. Murray. 
eb 1 at 12. 

Turpin, Geo, Brighton, Sussex, Butcher. Pet Jan 13. Pepys, Jan 29 
at2. Linklaters & Co, Walbrook. 

Watson, Geo, Railway-arch, Holloway-rd, Cab Proprietor. Pet Jan 15. 

ys. Feb4at12. Sole & Co, Aldermanbury. 

Wells, Augustus, Bishopsgate-st Without, Refreshment-house Keeper. 
Pet Jan 15. Murray. Feb 1 at 12. Brighten, Bishopsgate-st 
Without. 

Whitworth, Geo Wm, & Thos Grafham, High-st, Southwark, Hop 
Merchants. Pet Janl4,. Pepys. Feb 4atl2. Few & Co, High-st, 
Southwark, 

Woodcock, Wm, Newland-st, Kensington, Cowkeeper. Pet Jan 16. 
Feb 8 at2. Holms & Holmes, Finsbury-pl South. 

Worms, Lewis, Euston-rd, Comm Agent. Pet Jan 16. Feb8 at 2. 
Edwards, Bush-lane. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Adamson, Geo, Dartmouth, Devon, Brickmaker. Pet Dec 15. Bryett. 
Totnes, Feb 6 at 12. Neilson, Dartmouth. 

Archer, Thos, Bishops Stortford, Hertford, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet 
Jan 14. Unwin. Bishops Stortford, Feb 4 at 11. Bowker, Bishops 
Stortford. 

Bassett, Geo, Rochester, Kent, Butcher. Pet Jan 16. 
Rochester, Feb 5 at 1. Hayward, Rochester. 

Beddoes, Jas, Stourbridge. Worcester, Labourer. Pet Jan 15. Har- 

* ward. Stourbridge, Feb 1 at 10. Wall, Stourbridge. 

Bland, Jas, jun, Taunton, Somerset, out of business. Pet Jan 14. 
Meyler. Taunton, Jan 30 at 3. Reed & Cook, Bridgwater. 

Braine, John, Barnsley, York, Grocer. Pet Jan 16. Leeds, Feb 1 at 11. 
Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Brodrick, Wm Wade, & Edwd Brodrick, Newbottle, Durham, Earthen- 
ware Manufacturers. Pet Jan 14. Gibson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
Feb 4 at 11.30. Ranson & Son, Sunderland. 

Brooks, Wm, Coventry, Fruiterer, Pet Janl4, Kirby. Coventry, Feb 
2at3. Smallbone, Coventry. 

Bryning, Wm, Eastbourne, Sussex, Decorative Artist. Pet Jan 12 

(for gon). Blaker. Lewes, Jan 29 at ll. Hillman, Lewes, 

Cass, Robt, Stockton-upon-Tees, Durham, Linen Draper. Pet Jan 9. 

Gibson. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Jan 29 at 11.30. Clemmet, jun, 
Stockton-upon-Tees. 

Chadderton, Joseph, Limes Farm, Stafford, Farmer. Pet Jan 6. 
Gill. Birm, Feb 3 at 12. Lichfield, Newcastle-under-Lyme. 

Collier, John, Monks Coppenhall, Chester, out of employment. Pet 
Jan 14, Broughton. Nantwich, Feb 4 at 10. Cooke, Crewe. 

Cookson,Jas, jun, Birm, Fruiterer. Pet Jan 13. Guest. Birm, Jan 


Acworth. 


Cooper, John, Cheetham-hil], Lancaster, Accountant. Pet Jan 15. 
Macrae. Manch, Feb4a‘ 11, Brett & Hankinson, Manch. 
Coupe, Thos Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Novémber 19. 
Hulton. Salford, Jan 30 at 9.30. 
Cox, Hy, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Stock Broker. Pet Jan 15. Wilde. 
Bristol, Jan 29 at !1. Beckingham, Bristol. 
Day, John, Cambridge, Boot Maker. Pet Jan 15. Eaden. Cambridge, 
Feb 2 at 2.30. Jarrold, Cambridge. 
Deane, Robt Hy, Sheffield, Clerk. Pet Jan 18. Leeds, Feb 3 at 12. 
Binney & Son, Sheffield. 
Dixon, Richd Partis, Morpeth, Northumberland, Butcher. Pet Jan 14. 
Brumell, Northumberland, Feb 4«t 11. Wilkinson, Morpeth. 
Dolamore, Henry, Chalvey, Buckingham, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Jan 
15. Darvill. Windsor, Feb 4 at 1!. Phillips, Windsor. 
Doughty, Robt, Mildenhall, Suffolk, Tailor. Pet Jan 15. Read. Milden- 
hall, Feb 2 at 10. ‘Rye, Soham. 
Edhouse, John, Bradford, York, Toy Dealer. Pet Jan 13. Bradford, 
Feb 9 at 9.15. Rhodes, Bradford. 
Edwards, Wm Hy, Brighton, Sussex, out of business. Pet Jan 12 (for 
pau). Blaker. Lewes,Jan 29 at 12. Barrow, Fish-st-hill. 
Fairbrother, Geo, Manch, Lithographer. Pet Jan 7. Macrae, Manch, 
Jan 29 at 12. Cobbett & Co, Manch. 
Foulkes, Alfred, Codnor, Derby, cut cf business. Pet Jan 13. Hub- 
bersty. Alfreton, Jan 30 at 12. Walker, Be!per. 
Gibb, Joseph, Morpeth, Northumberland, Miller. Pet Dec15. Bru- 
mell. Morpeth, Feb2atll. Wilkinson, Morpeth. 
Hakes, Thos, Maltby, York, Farmer. PetJanls. Leeds, Feb 3 at 12. 
Smith & Burdekin, Sheffield. 
Hankin, Robt, East Ferry, Lincoln, Wheelwright. Pet Jan 13. Bur- 
ton. Gainsborough, Jan 26 at ll. Rex, Lincoln. 
Harrison, Joseph Martindale, Prisoner for Debt, Winchester. Adj 
Dec 15. Thorrdike. Southampton, Jan 30 at 12. Mackey. 
Harrison, Hy Formby, Manchester-st, Lancaster, Builder, Pet Jan 
9. Lpool, Jan 29 at 12. Martin, Lpool. 
Harvey, Jas, Dudley, Worcester, Journeyman Cabinet Maker, Pet 
Jan ii, Walker. Dudley, Jan 29at 12. Lowe, Dudley. 
Hodgkinson, Jonathan, Weathoughton, Lancaster, Grocer. Tet Jan 
16. Holden. Boston, Feb3 at 10. Ramwell, Bolton. 
Howard, Thos, Coventry, Tin-plate Worker. Pet Jan 14. Kirby. 
Coventry, Feb2at3. Smallbone, Coventry. 
Ingram, Richd, Burton-on-Trent, Stafford, out of business. Pet Jan 
15. Birch, Lichfield, Feb 5 at 12. Wilson, Burton-on-Trent. 
Jagger, Joseph, Tonge, Lancaster, Publican, Pet Jan 2. Macrae. 
Manch, Feb 4at 12. Storer, Manch. 
Jones, Wm, Liangadwaladr, Anglesey, Publican. Pet Jan 14. Dew. 
Llangefni, Jan 28 at 11. Hughes, Llanerchymedd. 
Kelly, Wm, Barnstaple, Devon, Innkeeper. Pet Jan 15, Bencraft. 
Barnstaple, Feb 1 at 12. Thorne, Barnstaple. 
Knock, Hy Lancefield, Sheerness, Kent, Bootmaker. Pet Jan 14, 
Wates. Sheerness, Feb 5 at 12.30. Hayward, Rochester. 
Lawrie, Robt, Birkenhead, Chester, Stonemason. Pet Jan 14, Hime. 
Lpool, Feb | at 3. Blackhurst, Lpool. 
Lees, John, Horwich, Lancaster, Farmer. Pet Jan 14. Macrae. 
Manch, Jan 29 at 12. Milne, Manch. 
Lucas, Wm, Kintbury, Berks, out of business. Pet Jan 16. Astley. 
Hungerford, Feb! atl!, Cave, Newbury. 
Maloney, Thos, Rochdale, Lancaster, Glass Dealer. Pet Jan 15. Jack- 
son. Rochdale, Feb3 at 10. Harris. Rochdale. 
Marsh, Thos, Southampton, Watchmaker. Pet Jan 14. Thorndike. 
Southampton, Jan 30 at 12. Mackey, Southampton. 
Marshall, Wm Hy, & John Walker, Leeds, Stock Brokers. Pet Jan 6. 
Leeds, Feb 1 at 11. North & Son, Leeds, 
Martin, John, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancaster, Tailor. Pet Jan 15. 
Fardell. Manch, Feb 2 atli. Relph, Barrow-in-! urness, 
Mellow, Wm, Budock, Cornwall, Master Mariner. Pet Jan 14. Tilly. 
Falmouth, Jan 30 at 11. Jenkins, Penryn. 
Moule, Thos, Walsall, Stafford, Grocer. Pet Jan 16, Walsall. Jan 30 
atll. Duignan & Co, Walsall. 
Nunn, Jas, Bury St Edmunds, Suffolk, Tailor. Pet Jan 16. Collins, 
Bury St Edmunds, Feb 4 at 10. Salmon, Bury St Edmunds. 
Owen, Edwd, Berriew, Montgomery, Blacksmith. Pet Jan 14, Harri- 
son. Welshpool, Feb 1 at il. Jones, Newtown. 
Parr, Matthew, Little Sutton, Chester, Comm Agent. Pet Jan 15. 
Wason. Birkenhead, Feb lat 10. Moore, Birkenhead. 
Parsons, Chas, jun, Brighton, Sussex, Grocer. Pet Jan 14. Evershed, 
Brighton, Feb 2 at 11. Bentley, Brighton. 
Prescott, Nathan, Ormskirk, Lancaster, out of business. Pet Jan 12. 
Hime. Lpool, Jan 29 at 3. Barker, Lpool. 
Prosser, Walter, Gravesend, out of-business. Pet Jan 12. Southgate. 
Gravesend, Jan 29 at 11. Sharland, Gravesend. 
Read, Gideon Hy Mackenzie, Trowbridge, Wilts, Bookseller, Adj Oct 
21. Webber. Trowbridge, Jan 30 at 12. 
Reynolds, Chas, Cambridge, Labourer. Pet Jan 14, Eaden, Cambridge, 
Feb 2 at 2. Hunt, Cambridge. 
Rogers, John, Stoke-upon-Trent, Stafford, Beerseller. Pet Jan 13. 
Keary. Stoke-upon-Trent, Jan 30 at li. ‘Tennant, Hanley, 
Rose, Hy, Birm, Ale Dealer, Pet Jan 14. Guest. Birm, Jan 29 at 10. 
Rowlands, Birm, 
Shenton, Robt, Walsall, Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Jan 16. Wal- 
sall, Jan 30 at 11, Baker, Walsall. 
Short, Richd, St Woollos, Monmouth, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Jan 13. 
Roberts, Newport, Jan 29 at 11. Roberts, Usk. 
Sims, Thos, Cann St Rumbold, Dorset, Carpenter. Pet Jan 15, Burridge. 
Shaftesbury, Feb 6 at 12, Chitty, Shaftesbury. 
Smith, Joseph, New Swindon, Wilts, Fitter. Pet Jan 14. Townsend. 
Swindon, Feb | at 11. 
Stephenson, John, Dewsbury, York, Grocer. Pet Jan 14. Nelson. 
Dewsbury, Feb 4at 3. Scholes & Brearey, Dewsbury. 
Walker, Thos, Pontypool, Monmouth, out of business. Pet Jan 15, 
Wilde. Bristol, Jan 29 at 11. Davies, Bristol. 
Ward, Edwd, Prisoner for Debt, Stafford. AdjJan tl. Keary. Stoke- 
upon-Trert, Jan 30 at 11. Ward, Longton. 
White, John, Newport, Monmouth, Journeyman Butcher. Pet Jan 15. 
Roberts. Newport, Jan 29 at il. Cathcart, Newport. 
Wilkinson, Job, Morley, York, Cloth Manufacturer. Pet Jan 18, Leeds, 
Feb tatll. Bond & Berwick, Leeds. 
Williams, John, Dudley, Worcester, Licensed Victualler. Pet Jan 8. 
Walker, Dudley, Jan 29 at 12. Stokes, Dudley. 





29 at 10. Parry, Birm. 
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Wood, Michael, Westerham, Kent, Beerhouse Keeper. 

Holcroft. Sevenoaks, Jan 23 at 3. Paimer, Tonbiidge. 

BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay. Jan, 15, 1869. 
Echlin, Chas, Carlton-sq, New Cross, Dealer in Wines. Jan 11. 
Horner, Thos Wm, Queen’s-road East, Chelsea. Jan 8. 
Jellicoe, Eliz Jane, Southampton. Jan 8, 
, Levi, Kentish-town-rd, Stonemason. Dec 8. 

Schade, Fredk Wm, St Ann's, Lewes, Sussex, Merchant. Jan 12. 


Pet Jan 13 








eee LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 
SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 


posals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
Interests, or other adequate securities. 


Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 
form :— 
Proposat ror Loan on MortTGaces. 


Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor) 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i.e., whether for a term certain, or by 
annualor other payments) 

Security (state shortly the particu’ars of security, and, if land or build- 
ings , state the net annual income). 

State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in connection with the security. 

By order of the Board, 
F, ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 


O SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOXES 
4 will find the best-made article lower than anyother house. List 
of Prices and sizes may be had gratis or sent post free. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House. 
Established nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 sent carriage free. 


THE COMPANIES ACTS, 1862 and 1867. 


gonad requisite under the above Acts supplied on 
-4 the shortest notice. The BOOKS AND FORMS kept in stock 
for immediate use. MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION 
speedily printedin the preper form for registration and distribution. 
SHARE CERTIFICATES engraved and printed. OFFICIAL SEALS 
designed and executed. No charge for sketches, 

Companies Fee Stamps. 


ASH & FLINT, 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &e., 49, Fleet- 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn). * 











Just published, 8vo, price 9s. 6d. cloth, 
ue OCTORS’ COMMONS, its Courts and Re- 
gistries; with a Treatise on Probate Court Basiness.” By 
G. I. FOSTER, Clerk of the Papers of her Majesty’s Court of Probate. 
Published by Reeves, Son, & Co., Playhouse-yard, Blackfriars, E.C. 
Sold in Doctors’-commons, and by all Booksellers. 





LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE, 
No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 


ENRY GREEN (many yearswith the late George 

Reynell), Advertisement Agent, begs to direct the attention of 

the Legal Profession to the advantages of his long experience of upwards 

of twenty-five years, in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, &c., 

and hereby solicits their continued support.—N.B. One copy of advertise- 

ment only required,and the strictest care and promptitude assured. 
File of “ London Gazette ” kept for reference. 


VyAras AND ALEXANDER, 
PRINTERS, 


7, Symonds-inn (and at Church-passage), Chancery-lane, E.C. 

Parliamentary Bills, Appeals, Bills ot Complaint, Memorandums and 
Articles of Association, Legal Forms, Notices, &c. 

Prospectuses of Public Companies, Share Certificates, Show Cards, 
Cheques, Insurance Tables, Policies, Proposal Forms. 

Catalogues, Particulars and Conditions of Sale, Posting Bills, and all 
General Printing. 


wt LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 
HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 
Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setofsix. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 
Is, 6d. setofthree; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s. the set. ‘Teapots, 
with plated knob, 5s.6d.; Coal Scuttles, 2s.6d, A set of Kitchen Uten- 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been celevrated for 50 years, 
Ivory Table Knives, 14s., 16s., and 18s, per dozen. White Bone Knives 
and Forks,8s. 9d. and 12s,; Black Horn ditto, 8s, and i0s, All war- 
ranted. 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
prices of Electro-Piate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmon- 
gery, &v. May be had gratis or post free, Every article marked in plain 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment has been 
celebrated tor nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage free 
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ALLIANCE BRITISH AND FOREIgy 
LIFE AND FIRE ASSURANCE COMPANY, 
EsTaBLisHED 1824, 
Chief Office: BARTHOLOMEW-LANE, BANK, 
LONDON, E.C. 
Subscribed Capital, £5,600,900, 
Paid-up Capital, £550,000, 
BOARD OF DIRECTION. 
President—Sir Moses Montefiore, Bart., F.R.S, 
Drrecrors. 

James Alexander, Esq. (Alexander, Fletcher, & Co ). 
Charles George Barnett, Esq. (Barnetts, Hoarea, Hanburys, & Lloy®, 
George Henry Barnett, Esq., Glympton-park, Woodstock, 
James Fletcher, Esq. (Alexander, Fletcher, & Co.). 
William Gladatone, Esq. (Th » Bonar, & Co,), 
Right Hon. George Joachim Goschen, M,.P. 
Samuel Gurney, Esq. 
James Helme, Esq. (Director of the Provincial Bank of Ireland), 
Sir Curtis Miranda Lampson, Bart. 
Sampson Lucas, Esq. (Lucas, Micholis, & Co). 
Elliot Macnaghten, Esq. (Member of the Indian Couneil), 
Thomas Masterman, Esq. (Director of the Bank of England). 
Joseph oe Montefiore, Esq. (Director of the Provincial Bank of 

Ireland). 

Sir Anthony De Rothsehild, Bart., New-court. 

Baron Lionel Nathan De Rothschild. 

Thomas Charies Smith, Esq., Oxford-square, Hyde-park. 

AUDITORS, 
Sir Thomas Fowell Buxton, Bart. 
Lord Richard Grosvenor, M.P. 
Hugh Colin Smith, Esq., Hay’s Wharf, Tooley-street. 
Bankers— Messrs. Barnetts, Hoares, Hanburys, & Lloyd, 
Soxicitors — Messrs. Pearce, Phillips, & Pearces, 
Pursicran~—George Owen Rees, M.D., F.R.S. 
, Sranpine Counset —Arthur Cohen, Esq. 
Robert Lewis, Secretary. David Mirylees, Assistant Secretary, 
: Marcus N. Adler, Actuary. 

ConstpErRiNG the nature of the obligations involved, it is of paramount 
important to the Assured that he should be connected with a company 
possessing the elements Of PERMANENT SECURITY rendering it unques 
tionable that all engagements contracted will be faithfully discharged, 
however remote may be the event upon which the amount assured be. 
comes payable. The long standing—the established credit and the re 
sources of the ALLIANCE constitute a guarantee that all demands will 
be liberally met, and that the legitimate objects of the policyholders 


will be fally realised, 
FIRE DEPARTMENT. 
Frre Risxs of an eligible character are accepted at the current rates, 


LIFE DEPARTMENT. 

Lire AssuRANCEsS in a variety of forms are granted on moderate 
terms and liberal conditions. Attention is specially directed to the 
Company’s Enpowment Assurance Taszes, under which the amount 
of the Policies become payable at a given age, or at death, if it shall 
happen before the stipulated age is attained. 


LIBERAL COMMISSIONS 
are allowed to Solicitors introducing business to the Office. 
Prospectuses, Forms for Proposals, and other papers will be furnished, 
free of charge, on application to the Secretary. 
Loans are granted on the security of Life Interests, Reversions, and 
Freehold Property. 








AFES AND LOCKS.—LOCKS AND SAFES— 
kJ Before purchasing a Safe or Lock, send for a Copy of GEORGE 
PRICE'S New Book List of Prices, 90 engravings, which may be had 
post free, on application to him.—Cleveland | Sate and Lock Works, 
Wolverhampton, 





ILNERS' STRONG HOLDFAST and FiRE 

RESISTING SAFES, Chests, Doors, and Strong Rooms, with 
the progressive and recent improvements effected after half a century's 
experience, effectually guard against Fire and Burglars.—Liverpool, 
Manchester, Sheffiel’, Leeds, Hull, and 47a, Moorgate-street, City, 
London. 





PAPER FASTENERS OR BINDERS. 
PurcuassE HART'S, AND REWARD INVENTOR, 


Others are recommended by ‘‘ some salesmen” to your loss, being 
inferior, 


A. HART & CO., 22, Gresuam Sraeet, and BremMincaam, 





LBION SNELL’S 25s. OFFICE WATcH, 
equal in appearance, accuracy, and durability, t@ any Watch at 
five times the cost. A written guarantee and twelve months’ trial 
allowed.—ALBiow Sveti, Watchmaker and Jeweller, 114, High Holborn, 
W.C. Established 1848. Free and safe by post, }s. extra registered. 


INE at CARR'S, 265, Strand (North side of St. 
Clement’s Church). Important additions and embellishments 
have been made to this old establishment, which now offers greater 
accommodation (on the street level) than is to be found at any similar 
house of business, 
“I¢ I desire a substantial dinner off the joint, with the agreeable 
accompaniment of light wine, both cheap and good, I know of only one 
house, and that isin the Strand, close to Danes Inn. There you may 
wash down the roast beef of vid England with lient Bargandy. 0 
two shillings a bottle, or you may be supplied with half a bottle for & 
shilling.””—All the Year Round, June 18, 1864, page 440. 














per rail. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 236, STRAND, LONDOY, 
Opposite Somerset House. 


Dinner from the joint (including vegetables, cheese, celery, 0.) 
8. 6d, 


Wb ea Moe Sea cow |\ & 


a ew moeowmacae tg BABES Es 





